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CURRENT TOPICS, 


A mertine of the Rule Committee of Judges was arranged for 
yesterday (Friday), when it was anticipated that some new Rules of 
the Supreme Court would be signed, which we hope to publish 
next week. 





Tue AvTHoRItTIEs have not been slow to carry out the suggestion 
we ventured- to make last week, that future orders of transfer 
should be made in sufficient time to allow the solicitors concerned 
to prepare their briefs and get ready for trial. We understand that 
an order is in course of preparation transferring to Mr. Justice 
Nortx twenty causes from the lists of Mr. Justice Kay and Mr. 
Justice Currry respectively, and forty causes from the list of Mr. 
Justice Parson. 





RecvRRING To notice of settlement of actions, a correspondent says, 
“There are two points which need attention. The one is the incon- 
venience to the court of having set down in the daily paper matters 
which are not effective, and the other is the allegation that the 
taxing officer allows solicitors no fee for the performance of the 
very necessary act of giving the notice. The attention of the Rule 
Committee of Judges should be directed to this matter. A short 
rule making it imperative on the solicitors of the parties to give 
notice to the associate, or to the cause clerks, as the case may be, 
of any action being settled, would be sufficient; the action would 
then never get into the daily list, and the taxing officer would 
allow a fee for the notice.” Surely the fee should be prescribed. 





Ir witt BE SEEN from the case of Re Hobson, which we report 
elsewhere, that Mr. Justice Currry has now come into line with Mr. 
Justice Parson and Mr. Justice Kay with regard to the proper 
construction of section 5 of the Married Women’s Property Act, 
1882. He intimated that he was not satisfied that the conclusion 
he arrived at in Baynton v. Collins (33 W. R. 41, L. R. 27 Ch. D. 
604) was incorrect; but he thought that, as the question was one 
which must frequently arise, it would be inconvenient that 
different rules should obtain in different branches of the same 
division of the High Court. It may, therefore, probably be now taken 
as settled for the present that property, the title to which accrued in 
reversion before the commencement of the Married Womer’s 
Property Act, 1882, is not within section 5. But until the point 
has been decided by the Court of Appeal, considerable embarrass- 
ment will be felt. Who is to know that, on the very day on 
which payment of a fund is made in accordance with the con- 
struction now adopted by three judges of the Chancery Division, 
the Court of Appeal may not have taken an opposite view? We 
have always maintained that the construction of section 5 laid 


down in Baynton v. Collins was wrong, and we believe we have | 
On| 


expressed the general view of Lincoln’s-inn on this subject. 
the other hand, the facts that we have received communications 
from correspondents whose opinions are entitled to high respect, 
maintaining the correctness of the decision, and that so careful 
and candid a judge as Mr. Justice Currry should, after full 
argument, still say that he is not satisfied that the con- 
struction he adopted on the unopposed petition in Baynton 
v. Collins was incorrect, are enough to prevent anyone from 
feeling absolute certainty as to the decision of the Court 
of Appeal. And how long is this state of uncertainty to 
continue? It was expected nine months ago that the question 


would be raised on appeal in In re Thompson and Curzon (29 
Sorrcrrors’ JovrnaL, 339); but the expectation was disappointed. 
In the course of the seventeen months which have now elapsed 
since Baynton v. Collins was decided, we have had one of the 
most remarkable spectacles ever presented of what we may term 
complaisant decisions. First of all, three learned judges decided 
the same way as Baynton v. Collins, apparently out of respect for 
Mr. Justice Currry, desire for uniformity of decision, and expectation 
that the Court of Appeal would shortly settle the matter. Then 
two of these judges threw over Baynton v. Collins, deciding in 
accordance with their own opinions of the proper construction of 
section 5. And now, as we have seen, Mr. Justice Currry finally 
abandons his previous decision, against his own opinion, and out 
of desire for uniformity of decision. 





Mr. Fropsuam, the correspondent who raised the question of 
temporary trustees in our columns three weeks ago, this week 
answers the “ interlocutory interrogatories’ we ventured to put in 
our last issue. As might be expected from his ability and experi- 
ence, he makes out a good case for some special provision to meet the 
peculiarities of the business men in Liverpool, who “think no 
more of a business, health, or pleasure trip to the Antipodes than 
their ancestors did of one to Italy.” You do not want to permanently 
discharge an efficient trustee, but it is uncommonly awkward to 
have him at the Antipodes. What isto be done? Well, the first 
question to be considered is whether it is necessary even to tem- 
porarily remove the roving trustee. If the number of two trustees 
is always kept up, surely it is very unlikely (even at Liverpool) 
that both will be seized at the same time with an irresistible desire 
to visit the Antipodes. If we are right in this surmise, nothing 
more is necessary, in order to meet the difficulty, than a power 
to delegate the execution of the trusts to the trustee remaining in 
England (see Kilbee v. Sneyd, 2 Moll. 199, 200; Pass v. Dundas, 29 
W. R. 332); and we venture, before considering Mr. Fropsam’s 
proposed clause, to submit, in substitution for it, the following 
clause, which is suggested by a form given in 2 Key and Elphin- 
stone’s Compendium (2nd edition), p. 794 [We assume that the 
expression ‘‘my trustees” has been previously properly de- 

ed] :— 

I avrxorize either of my trustees from time to time, in case of and 
during his temporary absence from England, to delegate to the other of 
my trustees the execution of the trusts and powers of this my will, and 
from time to time to revoke such delegation, and for that purpose to 
execute such powers of attorney or other instruments as may be proper 
without being responsible for loss. And I declare that no purchaser or 
other person dealing with my Bagg 3 to whom the execution of such 
trusts and powers may have delegated shall be bound to inquire 
whether seth Gilagetion remains in force. 

It appears to us that this clause is proper in principle; the 
provision restricting the power to delegation during the absence 
from England of the trustee, but preventing any difficulty from 
arising on this score as regards third persons. But both as to 
principle and language, the clause must be considered simply as 
a suggestion. And if Mr. Fropsnam thinks that the provision 
will not meet the necessities of the case, we will try our hand 





at his proposed clause. 





ConsIDERABLE PUBLIC ALARM has been excited by the statements 
of the court in Lawrie v. London and South-Western Railway 
_ Company, decided at the end of last week, that, with the exception 
' of the obligation to run Mere trains” under the Cheap 

Trains Act of 1844 (7 & 8 Vict. c. 85), there is no legal obligation 
upon tty Bees ry to carry passengers. The law of this 
subject may be startling, but it is very clear. The 86th section of 
the Railways Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845 (without which 
railway companies would not even have the power to act as 
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arriers), enacts that “it shall be lawful for” the companies to use| in this connection could be fully told, we fancy there would be (32 W. J 
and employ locomotive engines or other moving power, and|revealed some instances in which judicial thunder has been of Apne 
carriages or waggons to be drawn or propelled thereby, and to carry | expended in vain on certain refractory and strong-minded female were dey 
and convey upon the railway all such passengers and goods as shall | wards. Offending male persons have more to fear, since Holloway some pal 
be offered to them for that purpose, and to make such reasonable | Gaol is in convenient proximity, and a journey direct from the of Aut 
charges in respect thereof as they may from time to time determine | luxury of a judge’s private room to the bare walls of a cell has oe 
upon, not exceeding the tolls by the special Act authorized to be | not been unknown. the pe 
taken. That this section is permissive only was decided some the : 
thirty-five years ago in Johnson v. Midland Railway Company (4 Be the 
Ex. 367), and this view of the law Me a a tag pd iepen i R: 
tion, by. Woon, V.C., in the celebrated case of Hare v. London an THE POWERS OF A TENANT FOR LIFE » dh. F 
North-Western Railway Company (2 J. & H. 80, at p. 103). But affirme 
the same Railways Clauses het Sitslés an enactment (section 92) UNDER THE SETTLED LAND ACT, 1882. devised 
empowering the public to use every railway as a public highway, | Wx purpose in this article to discuss shortly who is the tenant to uses 
and | to run their own trains thereon upon payment of a toll to the | for life within the meaning of the Settled Land Act, 1882, and to a 
company owning the line. As long as this section had any foree, | consider the cases where it has been contended that for one reason pies 3 
the law could not be said to be very unreasonable. It was shewn, | or another he was unable to exercise the powers conferred on him 0 ait 
however, conclusively in Powell Duffryn Steam Coal Company | by the statute. ai | 
(L. R. 9 Ch. 331) that the section was, and must continue to be, a| “The tenant for life for the purposes of the Act is defined (section pe 5 
dead letter, the Court of Appeal in that case refusing to grant an | 9 (5) as the person ‘for the time being beneficially entitled . it 7 | 
injunction to enforce the right under the section, on the ground that | to possession of settled land for his life,” where ‘‘ possession” life, = 
‘inasmuch as the plaintiffs could not run over the defendants’ | includes receipt of rents and profits (section 2 (10) (i.) ). poe ; 
line without a proper working of the points and signals by the| In this definition, ‘entitled to possession” means being entitled py 
defendants themselves, the granting of the injunction would be | in possession as distinguished from being entitled in reversion; per 
useless unless accompanied by an order for the working of the per North, J., Re Morgan (31 W. R., at p. 949, L. R. 24 Ch. D., the: 


signals, and that such working being a continuous act, the court 


gh en ena tit? at p. 116), and per Pearson, J., Re Atkinson, Atkinson v. Bruce The 
co not see to the performance of it.” 








Under the Railways | (33 W. R., at p. 901, L. R. 30 Ch. D., at p. 612); but it does additic 
Clauses Act, therefore, the companies may both decline to conduct | not draw any distinction between an adult being in possession settler 
the traffic themselves and to allow other persons to do so. Under personally and an infant being in possession by its guardian (Le Act, : 
the Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1854, however, as amended by Morgan, ubi sup., Re James, 32 W. R. 898). rende: 
the Regulation of Railways Act, 1873, we cannot but think that| [¢ should, perhaps, be observed that a person remains tenant for (Re J 
the Railway Commissioners have jurisdiction to compel 4a} life within the meaning of the Act, ‘ notwithstanding that under Ch. D 
company to run trains; for if they ceased to run any passen- | the settlement, or otherwise, the settled land, or his estate or interest 1s ex 
ger trains, except under the Cheap Trains Act, and ceased to therein, is incumbered or charged in any manner and to any conse 
run any goods trains at all, they would not be providing “ reason- | extent” (section 2(7)). It follows from this provision that the Sec 
able facilities for receiving, forwarding, and delivering traffic” | mere existence of incumbrances, of whatever nature and however the e 
within the meaning of those Acts. But relief under these Acts | created, does not prevent the tenant for life from exercising his Re J 
can be obtained from the Railway Commissioners alone ; not, as was statutory powers. There is, however, an important distinction was 
erroneously supposed by the plaintiff in the recent case, from the | between incumbrances affecting the fee or other interest settled, hous 
High Court in any way, as may be seen by reference to the 6th | and those that affect the interest of the tenant for life. It will be held 
section of the Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1854. It is| observed that incumbrances of the former class cannot be over- was | 
abundantly clear that, apart from the remedies given by these | reached by the exercise of the statutory powers, for if they are his 
Acts, railway legislation, which took its rise at a time when the | paramount to the settlement, the thing over which the power can secti 
future of railway traffic was but faintly discerned, is, so far as | be exercised—* the settled land ”—is only the equity of redemption, TI 
the protection of the public is concerned, defective, and needs and, if they are created under the powers of the settlement, they decr 
amendment. are expressly made to override conveyances made by the tenant for men 
life under his statutory power (section 20 (2) (i.)); but the stati 
tenant for life can exercise his powers without the concurrence of appe 
Tue practicz as to hearing in camera, which the decision of the | the incumbrancers. On the other hand, the consent of an incum- (Ca: 
Court of Appeal on which we recently commented is likely to | brancer on the estate of the tenant for life is required (unless as to Bee | 
render somewhat more prevalent, has, we believe, never been fully | leases at rack-rent) to any exercise of the powers by the tenant R 
stated. The application for such a hearing must always be made | for life which affects the rights of the incumbrancer. ; pow 
in open court, and of course, in cases relating to wards of court, The difference between these two cases will be readily seen if und 
which are often of a peculiarly delicate nature, precautions are | we consider the case of a sale of the fee by the tenant for life. If Att 
taken to prevent the names of the parties concerned from being | the fee is subject to a mortgage, he can sell the fee subject to the (31 
revealed. The case is referred to by counsel as ‘‘a case of ward | mortgage; or, if he has given the proper notice to the mortgagee, (31 
of court,” without mentioning the name, or even the title of the | he can direct the purchase-money to be applied in discharge of the res 
action in which the application is made. Counsel must be en- | mortgage (section 21 (ii.) ), and call upon the mortgagee to concur It 
abled to state on his own responsibility that the case is one which | in the conveyance to the purchaser (see the Conveyancing Act, out 
it is expedient should be heard in private. In granting the appli- | 1881, s. 15 (1)). But where the tenant for life has incumbered WwW 
cation the judge appoints a day or time (usually at the midday | his estate, he is unable to sell the fee without the concurrence of 
interval, or after the sitting of the court) for hearing the case. | the incumbrancer, as such sale would prejudice the rights of the ter 
The hearing usually takes place in the judge’s private room ; | incumbrancer. Wl 
the only persons present, besides the judge, being the counsel] It has been argued that actual receipt of income is necessary to th: 
and solicitors and the registrar. Sometimes, however, the judge | constitute a person tenant for life in possession. But this is not the th 
clears his court. The proceedings, in the case of applications | case: the true test appears to be, not whether if, after providing fo 
with reference to wards of court, generally take the form of a | for incumbrances and trusts prior to the estate of the tenant for ot 
spe conversation between judge and counsel; the latter stating | life, there is a surplus income that he actually obtains, but whether re 
is case, and the former, after asking for any necessary explanations, | if there was any surplus income he would be entitled to it. It re 
reading over the evidence before pronouncing his decision. In | will be observed that if the capacity of the tenant for life to exercise st 
these cases the order drawn up frequently includes a direction that | the statutory powers depended upon whether there was actually th 
the ward of court and the offending party shall attend the judge in | surplus income or not, it might easily happen that in times of fh 
his private room on a specified day. Then the proceedings generally | agricultural prosperity, when rents were high, he might be able to tl 
take the form of a ‘‘wigging” of the offending party by the | exercise the powers; and that in times of depression, when rents t 


learned judge, which, in the case of a timid or nervous delinquent, 


were low, he might be unable to do so—a most absurd result 





is no doubt a very terrible process; but if the history of the court 


that never could have been intended by Parliament. In In re Jones 
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(32 W. R. 735, L. R. 26 Ch. D. 736) it was decided by the Court 
of Appeal, affirming the decision of Bacon, V.C.,; that where estates 
were devised, subject to heavy incumbrances, some ereated by, and 
some paramount to, the will, to the use of trustees during the life 
of A., with remainders over, and the trustees were to enter into 

ssession of and manage the property, receive the rents, keep down 
the interest on the incumbrances, and pay the surplus income to 
the tenant for life, the tenant for life was beneficially entitled in 
possession, and therefore could exercise the powers of the Act; 
and the same decision was arrived at in In re Clitheroe Estate 
(L. R. 28 Ch. D. 378) by Bacon, V.C., whose decision has been 
affirmed by the Court of Appeal (ante, p. 108), where the testator 
devised land to the use of trustees for a term, and subject thereto 
to uses in strict settlement, the trusts of the term being to raise 
money for the payment of portions, debts, and annuities, and to 
apply the residue of the income as a sinking fund for the payment 
off of certain capital moneys, though in each case there was no 
sitplus income payable to the tenant for life. On the other 
hind, in In re Strangivays, Hickley v. Strangways (ante, p. 44), 
where there was a trust: paramount to the estate of the tenant for 
life, for accumulation of the whole of the income during a fixed 
period, and for the employment of the accumulations in the 
improvement of the settled estates, it was held by Chitty, J., that 
the tenant for life was not tenant for life in possession, and that, 
therefore, he could not exettise the powers of the Act. 

The powers given by the Act to the tenant for life are in 
addition to, and not in substitution for, those conferred by the 
settlement on him or his trustees (Re Chaytor’s Settled Estate 
Act, 82 W. R. 617, L. R. 25 Ch. D. 651), and the Act does not 
render it impossible to exercise the powers of the settlement 
(Re The Duke of Newcastle's Estates, 31 W. RK. 782, L. R. 24 
Ch. D. 129). But, where the power conferred by the settlement 
is exerciseable for the same purpose as a statutory power, the 
consent of the tenant for life is required (section 56 (2) ). 

Section 51 renders void any provisions attempting to prevent 
the exercise of the statutory powers by the tenant for life. In 
Re Paget (33 W. R. 898, L. R. 30 Ch. D. 161), where there 
was a devise to A. “‘so long as he shall reside” in a specified 
house, with gifts over on his death or ceasing to reside, it was 
held that the clause defeating the estate on his ceasing to reside 
was void, and that, if a sale was made under the statutory power, 
his interest in the proceeds of sale would continue by virtue of 
section 51 (2). 

The mere pendency of an administration action in which a 
decree has been made for administering the trusts of the settle- 
ment does not prevent the tenant for life from exercising his 
statutory powers without the leave of the court, the reason 
apparently being that the powers override the settlement 
(Cardigan v. Curzon-Howe, 33 W. R. 836, L. R. 30 Ch. D. 581: 
see also Re Mansel, Rhodes v. Jenkins, 33 W. R. 727.) 

By section 53 the tenant for life, in exercising his statutory 
powers, is to have regard to the interests of all parties entitled 
under the settlement, and is to be deemed a trustee for them. 
Attempts were unsuccessfully made, in Wheelwright v. Walker 
(31 W. R. 363, L. R. 23 Ch. D. 752) and Thomas v. Williams 
(31 W. R. 943, L. R. 24 Ch. D. 558), by remaindermen, to 
restrain sales by the tenant for life under his statutory power. 
It appears that the tenant for life can sell for any reason, or even 
out of mere caprice or whim (see the judgment in Wheelwright v. 
Walker, ubi sup.). 

We have heard of a scheme which was adopted where the 
tenant for life declined to sell the property to the remainderman, 
who was very anxious to have the enjoyment of it in specie, and 
threatened to sell it to somebody else for the purpose of spiting 
the remainderman. The remainderman made an offer to the tenant 
for life to purchase at a price higher by £100 than could be 
obtained from any other person on a sale by private contract. The 
Temainderman then instituted an action to administer the trusts 
reposed by the Act in the tenant for life, repeated his offer in his 
statement of claim, and registered the action as a lis pendens, so 
that no purchaser by private contract should be able to purchase 
from the tenant for life without notice of his offer. Unfortunately 
the parties came to terms, so that it is impossible to say whether 
the scheme would have been successful. 


an express direction that the property should not be sold could not 
oust the statutory powers of the tenant for life. 

Lastly, it should be observed that the Act does not “ give to 
particular estates and interests, under wills or other settlements, 
an operation which would alter their essential conditions and 
nature, and convert them into something substantially different. 
Saas It is not intended to enlarge or alter the substance of any 
original limitation of a particular estate” (per Lord Selborne, C., 
Re Hazle’s Settled Estates, L. R. 19 Ch. D., at pp. 83, 84). 
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REVIEWS. 


PRIVATE ARRANGEMENTS WITH CREDITORS. 


Tuer Law OF PRIVATE ARRANGEMENTS BETWEEN DEBTORS AND 
CREDITORS, WITH PRECEDENTS OF ASSIGNMENTS AND CoMPOSITION 
Desps. By RxeciwaLD Winstow; Barrister-at-Law. William 
Clowes & Sons (Limited). - 


The Bankruptcy Act of 1883 had no sooner passed than we were 
inundated with works upon it of more or less pretentious character, 
from the elaborate treatise down to the mere annotated copy of the 
Act. But experience of the working of the measure has shown that 
the reader to whom most of these works have been addressed 
—viz., the active practitioner—requires not so much treatises of 
this kind as suggestions upon the safest way to steer clear of 
the Act altogether in effecting an arrangement between a debtor 
and his creditors. Mr. Winslow’s work will be found to be 
exactly the thing wanted for this purpose, and we have pleasure 
in recommending the book to our readers. It treats of the 
various kinds of such arrangements, which the author divides 
into three classes—viz., (1) Compositions, (2) Assignments, and (3 
Inspectorships. The law as it affects these arrangements, as lai 
down in a great number of. cases, is very exhaustively stated and dis- 
cussed under a number of headings, concluding with a short chapter 
containing some “‘ practical suggestions with reference to private 
arrangements with creditors.” In an appendix to the work a dozen 
very excellent (though somewhat lengthy) precedents of different 
kinds of deeds of arrangement are given. 


HINTs ON THE BANKRUPTCY Act: Berne SHorT PRAcTICAL PAPERS 
ADDRESSED TO TRUSTEES OF DEEDS OF ARRANGEMENT AND NON- 
OFFICIAL TRUSTEES UNDER THE ACT OF 1883, WITH PRECEDENTS. 
By A. R. Wurreway, Barrister-at-Law. Waterlow Bros. & 

on. 

This book is not so pretentious in its aim as that by Mr. Winslow. 
Its contents consist of a combination of some very incisively written 
criticisms upon the “ officialism’’ created by the new Act, and of 
some useful suggestions upon deeds of arrangement, of which a couple 
of precedents are given in the text, to with chapters upon 
‘* Difficulties of Trustees in aa aa ‘“‘The Relation of the 
Board of Trade to Trustees,” ‘‘ The ease of the Trustee in Bank- 
ruptey,” “ Practical Hints to Trustees,” ‘ Fixtures,” ‘‘ Property 
divisible among Creditors,” ‘‘ Compositions or Schemes under Section 
18,” “ Bills of Sale,” ‘‘How to reap the Fruits of a Judgment,” 
and “ Costs,” concluding with a criticism on the last report of the 
Board of Trade on the working of the Act. 








A meeting of the judges of the Queen’s Bench Division was held on 
Thursday afternoon. 

Tt is stated that two parliamen election petitions have already been 
presented in England—one from the Stepney Division of the Tower Hamlets 
against the return of Mr. J.C. Durant, and another from Barrow-in- 
Furness against the return of Mr. David Duncan; and that two election 

titions are likely to be filed in Ireland, impeaching the elections for 

North Louth and South Mayo. 


The Law and City Courts Committee of the Corporation of 
London recently resolved unanimously, ‘‘ That this committee have great 
pleasure, at the conclusion of his year of office, in tendering to their 
chairman, Henry Windybank, Esq., their hearty thanks for his very able 
services. In all matters which have been brought before the committee 
his judgment and experience have been such as to materially conduce to 
the successful conduct of the business, and the committee feel and beg to 
acknowledge that neither time nor mal inconvenience has 
spared on part in meeting the views and wishes of his colleagues, 
who also have every satisfaction in testifying to his co and considera- 
tion to them on all occasions, and of wishing him a 1 ened career of 





In re Brown’s Will (L. BR. 27 Ch. D. 179) it was held that even 


usefulness to his fellow-citizens.”’ 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 


TEMPORARY TRUSTEES. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I am obliged by your compliment to my native city, and b 
your promise of bringing to “‘a trial” my proposed will clause ; and, 
rt meantime, I answer your ‘‘ interlocutory interrogatories” as 
follows :— % 

1. The trust propertics to be transferred to the temporary trustees, 
and re-transferred on t<:mination of the temporary trust. The cost 
would be small in small estates, and in large ones would be a wise 
outlay in retaining trustees known to and selected by a settlor or 
testator after a slight interregnum, instead of, as at present, either 
compelling them to abdicate in toto, or to allow, at their own risk, a 
temporary block to take place in the trusteeship affairs. 

2. The difficulty is not greater than in the constant practice in 
business as regards powers of attorney, and in conveyancing as 
regards title deeds; but the difficulty would be minimized, or 
removed, by & few additional words, declaring (a.) that a statutory 
declaration by, say, a beneficiary, a co-trustes, or some named person 
of the temporary trusteeship not having been determined ; or, (b.) 
that production of the transfers should be sufficient for that purpose. 

If trustees could give powers of attorney, the clause, though useful, 
would be less requisite, though even then useful—especially in this 
locality, where business men think no more of a business, health, or 

easure trip to the Antipodes than their ancestors did of one to 
taly. And it might tend to delay that extinction of the much-abused 
tribe, efficient and responsible trustees, which seems to be approaching, 
owing to the law’s restricting, hampering, and jeopardizing them as is 
now the case. 


Liverpool, December 14. FREDERICK FRODSHAM. 


STATUTORY NOTICES TO CREDITORS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I observe that you do me the honour in your article last 
week to quote a short advertisement I recently put into the Gazette, 
in a case where I am personally administrator, my firm acting in the 
usual way as solicitors to the estate. I have for many years past 
pruned down creditor advertisements, statutory and otherwise. 
You very rightly point out that the present advertisement omits 
some of the essentials required by the statute. As a matter of fact, 
the deceased in the present instance died absolutely insolvent, and I 
am administrator, as a creditor, charged with distributing the assets 
as far as they will go, there being no questivn of next of kin. I appre- 
hend that an administrator, dealing with a clearly insolvent estate, 
need not advertise at all. I mean that, so long as he acts bond fide, 
he may distribute the assets according to lawful demands upon him. 
I therefore inserted the advertisement in question as a matter of 
precaution, and in some measure to illustrate the principle that the 
Gazette authorities have no sort of voice in the form of these notices. 
The interesting question to the profession is whether my form of 
advertisement, with about half-a-dozen words added, would not 
equally apply to a solvent estate, and thus put an end to the almost 
reckless expenditure hitherto tolerated in these matters? I shall be 
glad to see the subject further ventilated iu your columns. 


i Francois K. Munton. 
954, Queen Victoria-street, E.C., December 15. 





MARRIED WOMEN AND INCOME TAX. 
[Yo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


i Sir,—I have read with much interest the discussion from time to 
time in your valuable paper relative to the effect of the Married 
Women's Property Act, 1882, on the 45th section of the Income Tax 
Act, 1842, but I cannot agree with you in your reading of the law. Is 
not the difference upon which you argue between “ legal identity” and 
common establishment too fine? If the legal identity be done away 
with at law, surely there can at law be no common establishment, no 
common fund, though doubtless socially there may be. Husband and 
wife are now legally two separate persons, so far as their respective 
}¥ ‘perties are concerned, and their several and respective properties 
should therefore bear their several and respective burdens—e.g., a 
man with an income not exceeding £400. year marries and lives 
with a wife who has separate pro erty not exceeding £100 a year; it 
sees to me that income tax should not legally, morally, or equitably 
be collected in respect of the wife’s £100; itis hers only and absolutely, 
te common establishment gives her husband no legal claim to it, 
and, being under £150, it is therefore exempt. 


December 14. R.N. R. 


REGISTRATION OF TRANSFER OF MORTGAGE BY A 
COMPANY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—I shall be greatly obliged by your opinion on the following 
case :— 

An incorporated company, acting under their statutory powers, assign 
their undertaking by way of et to A. for securing principal 
and interest. The mortgage is duly registered, and subsequently A, 
transfers to B., who, on presenting his deed of transfer to the 
company for registration, is required to execute the transfer. _ 

The company allege that the deed without B.’s execution is incom- 
plete ; that by such signature B. shows his acceptance of A.’s legal 
rights; and that in the absence of such signature A. might claim not 
to be bound by his transfer. 

B., on the other hand, contends that as A. did not execute the 
mortgage made in his favour, @ fortiori he (B.) cannot be required 
to do so; that he enters into no undertaking with the company, and 
that his signature is not (as isin the case of a transfer of shares or 
stock) contemplated by the suggested form of transfer scheduled to 
the Companies Clauses Conso ‘dation Act, 1845. Notice of the pre- 
sentxtion of the deed for registration has been given by the company 
to A. Are the company within their ri-hts ? NEmo. 

[We gather from our ~ rrespondent’s statement that the company 
was incorporated by special Act, and not under the Companies Act, 
1862, The question therefore depends on the provisions of sections 
46 and 47 of the Companies uses Act, 1845, which, we assume, 
are not varied by the spec’al Act. There is nothing either in those 
sections or in the form of transfer in Schedule (E.), to require that the 
instrument of transfer shall be executed by the transferee. The form 
indeed goes as far as it} »ssibly can to negative such requirement, 
inasmuch as it is by deed poll, and concludes, ‘‘ In witness whereof I 
have hereunto set my hand and seal.” How can A. possibly claim 
“not to be bound by the transfer,” when he has acknowledged to 
have received the consideration for, and has purported to make, such 
transfer P—Eb. S. J.] 





NEGOTIATING SALES—AUDI ALTERAM PARTEM. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I think the letter which appeared in your issue of December 
12, signed ‘‘ A Solicitor,” should not altogether pass unnoticed. A 
payment for services rendered, as he suggests, would not find as much 
favour as he thinks. Suppose, for instance, he placed a house upon an 
agent’s books, would he like to pay for all the letters written and 
particulars given at so much per letter, whether the property sold 
or not? I should say No! Therefore, as agents’ payment prey 
on the result, they must be paid according to the amount they obtain, 
which also has the effect of causing them to obtain the best price 
possible for their clients. } 
If your correspondent had read the report of Miller v. Toulmwn 
carefully, he would have seen that when commission is paid for 
letting and a sale is afterwards effected, the commission for letting is 
deducted from the second commission. 

I, having experience of an agent’s business, would undertake to 

say that ‘‘A Solicitor” would not like to do an agent’s work, having 
to do an immense amount of it without pay, and very often with no 
thanks. 
As to the pernicious and extortionate system as he calls it, I 
believe that persons are perfectly free to act as they think fit, and 
they instruct agents, being fully aware that they expect commission 
if a sale is effected. An AGENT. 





THE ROYAL COURTS OF JUSTICE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—The smells in the court corridors during the recent close and 
muggy weather have been offensive and unsanitary, and I have seen 
more than one person faint there within the last seven days. ; 

If the arrangement suggested in your paper were carried out, this 
state of things would cease, and we should have the air of the large 
hall to breathe instead of that of the close corridors. 

If law is to be branded as an unhealthy, as well as an expensive and 
uncertain business, it will be a bad prospect for 

THE PRACTITIONERS. 








The Society of Antiquaries have adopted a memorial to the benchers of 
Lincoln’s-inn, pointing out the interesting historical associations of the old 
Gatehouse of that inn, and urging that it should he allowed to remain in its 
present state as one of the few remaining monuments of the early part of 
the sixteenth century now existing in London. [The society seems some- 
how to fancy that the benchers can control Sir E. Beckett. ] 





Dec. 19 1885. 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


COURT OF APPEAL. 


In re THE SOUTH DURHAM BREWERY COMPANY-—C. A. No. 2, 
10th December. 


Company—Power To IssuE PREFERENCE SHARES—PowER GIveN BY ARTICLES 
BUT NoT BY Memoranpum or AssociaTION—Companigs Act, 1862, ss. 8, 
12. 


The question in this case was whether a company, formed under the 
Companies Act, 1862, had power to increase its capital by the issue of 
preference shares, the memorandum of association giving no power to do 
this, but there being an express power in the articles of association. ‘The 
company being in liquidation, the shareholders, with the concurrence of 
the official liquidator, had passed a resolution for the reconstruction of 
the company, an essential part of the scheme being an increase of the 
capital by the creation of some new preference shares, the holders of 
which were to be entitled to a fixed preferential dividend. The memo- 
randum of association of the company provided that ‘‘ the capital of the 
company is £10,000, divided into 1,000 shares of £10 each, with power 
to increase the capital.’”’ The articles of association contained the 
following provisions :—‘‘ The company may by a special resolution from 
time to time increase the capital of the company by the creation of new 
shares, of such an amount as the company may by such special resolution 
determine, and any such new shares may be issued either with or 
without special privileges and priorities over the original shares, and with 
such an amount credited as paid up thereon as the company may by such 

ial resolution determine, and the capital represented by such new 
shall be considered as part of the general capital of the company, 

and shall be subject to the same provisions in all respects as if it it had 
been part of the original capital, except so far as is otherwise provided by 
the resolution authorizing the issue of the same.’’ Section 8 of the 
Companies Act, 1862, provides that the memorandum of association 
of a company formed under the Act, and limited by shares, shall contain 
(inter alia) “‘ the amount of capital with which the company proposes to be 
registered, divided into shares of a certain fixed amount.” And section 
12 provides that such a company “‘may so far modify the conditions 
contained in its memorandum of association, if authorized to do so by 
its regulations as originally framed, or as altered by special resolution in 
manner hereinafter mentioned, as to increase its capital by the issue of 
new shares of such amount as it thinks expedient, or to consolidate 
and divide its capital into shares of larger “amount than its existing 
shares, or to convert its paid-up shares into stock; but, save as aforesaid, 
and save as is hereinafter provided in the case of a change of name, no 
alteration shall be made by any company in the conditions contained in 
its memorandum of association.’ The resolutions for the reconstruction 
of the company having been passed, an application was made to Kay, J., 
to stay the proceedings in the winding up. He held that the company 
had no power to issue preference shares, the memorandum of association 
being silent on the subject, and that to do so would be to alter the 
fundamental constitution of the company as stated by the memorandum, 
which was that the shareholders should be upon an equality, and that the 
increase of capital ought, primd facie, to be by the issue of shares on the 
same footing in all respects as the original sheves. His lordship accord- 
ingly refused to order a stay of the proceedings. The Court of Appeal 
(Linpiey, Fry, and Lorgs, L.JJ.) reversed the decision, and directed a 
stay of the proceedings. Linpiey, ".J., said that it was not 
required by the Act that the memorandum should state when and on 
what terms the increase of capital was to be made, that being a matter 
which, consistently with the Act, might be dealt with by the articles, the 
object of which was to regulate the internal management of the 
company. Here the articles did contain a statement of the manner in 
which the capital was to be increased; and the point was whether there 
was anything in the articles and the memorandum which precluded the 
company from determining how the capital was to be increased. Kay, 
J., seemed to have based his decision on the view that the memorandum 
implied that the capital was to be all of one kind, and that, so far as the 
shareholders were concerned, there should be equality inter se; and in 
support of that view the observations of Cotton, L.J., in Guiness v. The 
Land Corporation of Ireland (L. R. 22 Ch. D. 377), were relied on, to the 
effect that the equality of the shareholders as regarded dividends arose, 
not by implication from the construction of the memorandum, but by the 
implication which the law raised as between partners, unless their con- 
tract had provided the contrary. His lordship could see nothing incon- 
sistent with that view in the present case, and it appeared to him that the 
company had power to increase their capital by the issue of new shares on 
terms more advantageous to the persons applying fur them. The com- 
pany were seeking to provide for an increase of capital, whereas in Guiness 
v. The Land Corporation of Ireland it was attempted to make part of the 
¢ipital ee in payment of preferential dividends, and in Hution v. 
The Scarborough Cliff Hotel Company (2 Dr. & Sm. 514, 4D. J. & S. 672), 
and Ashbury v. Watson (L. R. 30 Ch. D. 376) it was sought to vary the 
rights of the owners of the original capital. The present case came 
entirely within the principle of the decision of Jessel, M.R., in Harrison v. 
The Mexican Railway Company (L. R. 19 Eq. 358), and it appeared to his 
lordship that the proposed scheme was not wltrd vires, and might be 
pape by the — Fry, ~ a a — = oe did Seal bet 
any alteration in the interests of the ho of the original capi at 
merely to the terms on which the capital was to be i caning In the 
absence of any provision in the memorandum to the > the company 
might take power to increase the capital. That wou!d, of course, create 





competition between the diff: re.t classes of shareholders, but it was com- 
petent to the articles to regulate the terms of the competition by giving 
the new shareholders either rights equal to those of the ori share- 
holders or ey ee rights. There was nothing, in his view, in the 
proposed scheme inconsistent with the rights of the original shareholders, 
and he concurred in holding that it was not ultra vires. Lopzs, L.J., said 
that the case was not in, le from Harrison v. The Mexican 
Railway Company.—CounsE1L, Graham Hastings, Q.C., and Bramwell Davis ; 
Ashton Cross; H. Burton Buckley. Soxicrtrors, 0. B. Wooler; Chester, 
Mayhew, § Co. 





In ve NEVILL—C. A. No. 2, 14th December. 
In re GARROD—C. A. No. 2, 15th December. 


Lunacy—Consent BY ComMiTrgee oN Bauatr or Lunatic To ExExcisgz or 
Powrsr—Lunacy Recuiation Act, 1853, s. 137—Cosrs or Impropex 
Peririon. 


In In re Nevill there was a summons in lunacy asking that leave might 
be given to the committee of a lunatic to consent, in his name and on his 
behalf, to the exercise by the trustees of his marriage settlement of a 
power of advancement to children of the marriage. y the settlement, 
executed in 1855, funds belon to the husband and the wife wer: 
vested in trustees, upon the usual trusts for the husband and wife and 
the issue of the marriage, and ae! was given to the trustees, at any time 
or times after the death of both husband and wife, or at any time 
previously, in case they or the only survivor of them should so direct by 
writing, to raise any part or parts, not exceeding in the whole one-fourth, 
of the then expectant, or presumptive, or vested portion of each and every or 
any child of the marriage in the trust funds, and to apply the same, «s 
the trustees should in their discretion think fit, for the sucleenent, advance- 
ment, or benefit of such child, or, if the child should be adult, to 
advance and pay the same to tim orher. There was only one child 
of the marriage, a son, born in 1857, and it was proposed to advance 
£4,000 to him to enable him to pay his debts. The husband was found 
a lunatic in 1867. Section 137 of the Lunacy Regulation Act provides 
that, ‘‘ where a power is vested in a lunatic in the character of truste:: 
or guardian, or the consent of a lunatic to the exercise of a power is 
necessary in a like character, or as a check upon the undue exercise of 
the power, and it appears to the Lord Chancellor, intrusted as aforesaid, 
to be fit and expedient that the power should be exercised or the 
consent given (as the case may be), the committee of the estate, 
in the name and on the behalf of the lunatic, under an order of the 
Lord Chancellor intrusted as aforesaid, made upon the application 
of any person interested in the exercise of the power, may exercis« 
the power or give the consent, as the case may be, in such manner as the 
court shall direct.” The summons was taken out by the committee of 
the estate of the lunatic, the wife, and the son. The court (Lixptey, Fry, 
and Lorgs, L.JJ.) held that section 137 applied, and made the order asked 
for.—CovunseL, Ingle Joyce. Sorscrrors, Norris § Norris. 

In In re Garrod the will of a testator contained a power for the 
trustees or trustee thereof for the time being, with the consent of the 
tenant for life during her life, to appoint new trustees thereof. All the 
trustees were dead, and the tenant for life had been found a lunatic. 
The trust estate consisted of leaseholds and stock. A petition was pre- 
sented by the lunatic, by the committee of her estate as her next 
friend, asking for the appointment of two specified persons as new 
trustees of the will; for a vesting order as to the leaseholds; and fora 
vesting order as to the right to call for a transfer of, and to transfer, the 
stock to the new trustees. The petition was entitled in the lunacy; in 
the matter of the testator’s will; and in the matter of the Trustee Act, 
1850; and it was-served on the executor of the last surviving trustee. 
The court (Linptey, Fry, and Lorgs, L.JJ.) held that they could only 
make an order under section 137 authorizing the committee to consent, 
on behalf of the lunatic, to the appointment of new trustees. Linpiey, 
L.J., thought that the lunatic’s consent to the exercise of the power was 
necessary ‘‘ as a check upon the undue exercise of the power.’’ There- 
fore section 137 applied, and an application for authority to the commit- 
tee to consent on behalf of the lunatic would have been quite right 
This application ought to have been made by summons, and the expense 
of a a summons would have been very small. There would have been 
no respondent to it. Hus lordship was of opinion that the Court in 
Lunacy had no jurisdiction to appomt new trustees for, the lunatic not 
being a trustee, the appointment was not required to enable the court to 
exercise its lunacy jurisdiction. If it was necessary to have trustees 
appointed by the court, the application should be made to the Chancery 
Division. But it was not necessary, for there was a person competent to 
appoint. The court ought not to sanction an unnecessary expenditure 
out of the lunatic’s property. No doubt an honest mistake had been 
made, but it was the duty of the court to look very s ly after the costs 
in such cases. The committee must pay the respondent’s costs of the 
petition, and the committee would allowed, out of the lunatic’s 
estate, only the proper costs of a summons for authority to consent, on 
behalf of the lunatic, to the exercise of the power. Fry and Lorzs, 
L.JJ., concurred.—Counsgt, Bush, Q.C.; F. G. Bagshawe. Soxicrron:, 
Tempany ; Palmer, Eland, § Nettleship. 


In re THE PATENT INVERT SUGAR CO.—C. A. No. 2, 16th 
December. 


Company—Repvuction or CarrrAL—ALTERATION OF ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION 
— RESOLUTIONS FOR ALTERATION OF ARTICLES AND KepucTion or CarPrTaL 
PASSED aT Same Trme—Compantss Act, 1867, s. 9. 


This was a petition for the confirmation by the court of a reduction of 
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capital which had been resolved on by the company. Section 9 of the 
Companies Act, 1867, provides that ‘‘ any company limited by shares may, 
by special resolution, so far modify the conditions contained in its memor- 
andum of association, if authorized so to do by its regulations as originally 
framed, or as altered by special resolution, as to reduce its capital.” In 
the present case the articles of association of the company did not originally 
contain any power to reduce the capital. On the 30th of October a reso- 
lution was passed to alter the articles of association by inserting a power 
from time to time to reduce the capital, and at the same meeting another 
resolution was passed to reduce the capital by cancelling some capital 
which had been lost. At another meeting, on the 16th of November, these 
resolutions were confirmed. Kay, J., held that the resolution to reduce 
the capital could yot be passed at the same meeting as the resolution 
altering the articles, and he ordered the petition to stand over to enable 
the company to pass a separate resolution for the reduction of capital. 
The Court of Appeal (Lrxpiey and Fry, L.JJ.) affirmed the decision.— 
Covusset, Seward Brice. Soxscrrors, Snell, Son, & Greenip. 





GREEN +. PATERSON—C. A., No. 2, 16th December. 
LEAVE TO APPEAL AFTER EXPrraTION oF TIME. 


In this case leave was given to appeal from an interlocutory order, dated 
the 29th of April, 1881, on the ground that there had been a common mis- 
take of all the parties to the action. But the court reserved the costs to 
be dealt with by the judge on the further consideration of the action.— 
Counsgt, Fellows ; G. Williamson ; Nalder. Soxtcrrors, Collyer-Bristow ¢ Co. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 


In re ROBINSON, PICKARD v. WHEATER—Pearson, J., 
14th December. 


R. 8. C., 1883, orp. 51, n. 1, orp. 55, n. 3 (r..—Sarz or Lanp py Court— 
Onicinatinc Summons. 


In this case there was a question as to the power of the court to direct 
a sale of real estate upon an originating summons. Under a will seven 
persons were entitled in possession, in equal undivided shares as tenants in 
common, to some freehold houses. One of them was an infant. The 
executor and trustee of the will had entered into a contract to sell the 
houses for the purpose of dividing the property, which could not be divided 
in any other way. An originating summons wa; taken out by the executor 


sections [(a.) to (e.)] of rule 3 of order 55 were matters properly 
arising in the administration of the trusts of a deed or will; and he 
thought that sub-section (f.) referred to the approval of a sale 
which could be made by the executors or trustees, and which, but 
for this order, they might have been obliged to make at their own discre. 
tion, or by the direction of the court obtained in a proper administration 


action. He did not think that that sub-section gave the court any power to 
cupenre of a sale in any case in which it would not haye power to do % 
before. And, as to rule 1 of order 51, no doubt there had been omitted 


from it some important words which were in section 55 of 15 & 16 Vict, 
c. 86. But still he thought that the rule meant that the court should have 
power to sell whenever ft was necessary or expedient to do so for the pir. 
poses of the action. It was not intended to enable the court to sell Ina 
case in which otherwise it would have had no power to sell. He had no 
doubt that an originating summons was an action, but there was some 
difference between an originating summons for the decision of particular 
questions and an action for general administration. He thought it was 
not intended that rule 3 of order 55 and rule 1 of order 51 should be com. 
bined in this way, or that the court should have a power of selling an 
infant’s real estate which it never had before. ‘There were no trusts to 
administer, and he thought he had only power, under rule 3 of order 55, 
to approve of a sale which the executors or trustees could have made 
before. He had the less hesitation in refusing the application, because 
there were two other modes in which a sale could be made, in a partition 
action and under the Settled Land Act. a 

Leave was then given to amend the summons by vying Be in the 
matter of the Settled Land Act, and it was referred to mbers to 
appoint trustees for the purposes of that Act.—OounsgL, @. 2. S. Fryer, 
Soricrrors, Flower § Nussey. 





In re THE MASONIO AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY 
—Pearson, J., 12th December. 


Company—WInpinc-vur Peririon—PeriTion BY EXECUTOR PRESENTED 
BEFORE PROBATE. 


The question in this case was whether a yinding-np petition, presented 
by an executrix before she had obtained a complete probate of fe 
testator’s will, could be maintained. The testator held a policy gran 

by the company on his own life. He died in Guernsey, and his will was 
proved there by his executrix; but, at the time when the petition was 
presented, the Guerneey probate had not been stampedin England. Before 
the petition came on to be heard this had been done. The petition stated 
that the testator had died in Guernsey, and (in general terms) that the 





and five of the persons entitled, as plaintiffs, against the infant, the other 

person entitled, and the purchaser, as defendants, asking for an order | 
approving of the sale of the property on the terms of the agreement, and | 
also forthe determination (without administration) of the following questions | 
—whether the legal estate in the property was by the will vested in the | 
executor and trustee, or in the persons who would be entitled to the pro- | 
ceeds of sale; whether the infant’s share of the proceeds of sale should be 
paid into court or invested in the joint names of the executor and 
the purchaser ; and that, if the legal estate was in the persons entitled to 
the proceeds of sale, the executor might be appointed to convey the iniant’s 
share to the purchaser. Rule 3 of order 55 provides that ‘‘ the executors 
or administrators of a deceased person, or any of them, and the trustees 
under any deed or instrument, or any of them, and any person claiming 
to be interested in the relief suught as creditor, devisee, legatee, next of 
kin, or heir-at-iaw, or customary heir of a deceased person, or as cestui que 
trust under the trusts of any deed or instrument, or as claiming by assign- 
raent or otherwise under any such creditor or other person as aforesaid, 
may take out, as of course, an originating summons, returnable in the 
chambers of a judge of the Chancery Division, for such relief of the nature 
or kind following as may by the summons be specified, and as the circum- 
stances of the case may require, (that is to say,) the determination, without | 
an administration of the estate or trust, of any of the following questions 

or matters :—{a.) Any question affecting the rights or interests of the | 
person claiming to be creditor, devisee, legatee, next of kin, or heir- 
at-law, or cestui que trust; ().) the ascertainment of any class of | 
creditors, legatees, devisees, next of kin, or others; (c.) the furnishing of | 
eny particular accounts by the executors, or administrators, or trustees, | 
and the vouching (when necessary) of such accounts; (d.) the payment | 
into court of any money in the hands of the executors, or administrators, | 
or trustees; (c.) directing the executors, or administrators, or trustees to | 
do, or abstain from doing, any particular act in their character of such | 
executors, or administrators, or trustees; (f.) the approval of any sale, 
purchase, compromise, or other transaction ; (g.) the determination of any 
question arising in the administration of the estate or trust.” And by | 
rale 1 of order 51, ‘‘ If in any cause or matter relating to any real estate it 
shall appear necersary or expedient that the real estate, or any part 
theresf, should be sold, the court or a judge may order the same to be sold; 
and any party bound by the order and in session of the estate, or in 
receipt of the rents and profits thereof, shall be compelled to deliver up 
such possession or receipt to the purchaser or snch other person as may 
be thereby directed.’”’ This rule is expressed in almost identical language 
with section 55 of the Act 15 & 16 Vict. c. 86, with this exception, that in 
section 55 the power to sell is given “‘ if it shall appear to the court that 
it will be necessary or expedient that the said real estate, or any part 
thereof, should be sold for the purposes of such suit.” At the hearing of the | 
summons the court was asked to order a sale of the property under rule 1 





A order 51. Pransox, J., held that he had no power to order the 
sale. He was of opinion that under the will the seven persons 


should 
ve sub- 


estates, and that it was expedient that the propert, 
be « He said that the matters mentioned in the first 


petitioner had proved his will. It was contended on behalf of the company 
that the petition was demurrable. Pzarson, J., held that it was not. 
He said that the executrix could have given a valid receipt for the money 
before probate.—CovnseL, Cookson, Q.C., and F. B. Palmer ; Cozens-Hardy, 
Q.C., and McSwinney ; Rose-Innes ; Bramwell Davis; Higgins, QC., and 


| 7. L. Wilkinson. Soxtcrrors, Chester, Mayhew, § Co. ; Marshall; C. A. 


Angier ; Munns § Longden ; Browne § Maunder. 


OTTO v. STEEL—Pearson, J., 10th December. 


PaTent—ANTICIPATION—Priok PusBiicaTIon—Boox IN Forzicn LancuacE 
PUBLISHED ABROAD. 


This action was brought to restrain an alleged infringement by the 
defendant of the plaintiff’s patent for gas engines, granted in 1876. One 
of the defences was anticipation, and in support of this defence a copy of 
a French book, by an author named Beau de Roches, published in France 
in 1862, was tendered as evidence. The book was a treatise on the appli: 
cation of heat as a motive power. It was proved that a ‘< of the book 
was bought in 1863 for the British Museum, and that it had ever since 
been kept in a room in the Museum which was not directly accessible to 
the public. The book was inserted under the name of the author in the 
general catalogue open to all readers at the Museum. The book was also 
inserted under its subject and under the author’s name in a catalogue of 
Senge books in general use in the book trade, A copy of this catalogue 
was kept with other bouks of reference in the public reading-room at the 
British Museum, and was there accessible to all the readers. Copies of 
this catalogue were to be found in other public libraries. A London 
bookseller gave evidence that early in 1863 he bought a number of copies of a 
catalogue of books published in France during 1862, most of which copies 
were sent by him to public libraries and private individuals, and one at 
least was kept by him for his own use in his trade. The book was 
inserted in this catalogue under the head of ‘‘Physic.’’ It was proved 
that, when a reader at the British Museum wishes to know what books 
there are in the li on any subject, and the superintendent of the printed 
books cannot give the information, the reader is sent with one of the 
assistants to that part of the library in which books on similar subjects are 
kept to search for himself. Under these circumstances Pzanson, J., held 
that there had not been a sufficient prior publication of the invention by 
means of the French book.—Counse., Sir R. EH. Webster, A.G., Ae: 


| Q.C., Hemming, Q.C., Davey Q.C., and W. N. Laarson; Moulton, Q.C., an 


J.C. Graham. Borrcrrons, Faithfull § Owen ; C. Eyre. 





Inre THE PORTISHEAD DOCK UNDERTAKING—Pearson, J., 
5th December. 


Comvany—Mortoace Dauentunss— Repemrrioy ‘ at vap.’’ 
The question in this case was as to the terms on which the mortgage 


debentures of a company could be paid off or redeemed under the author- 
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ity of a — Act. The company had, in August, 1882, issued 
mo ebentures, by which they assigned to the mortasaeee 
the ertaking and the tolls arising by virtue of the Act by which 
their undertaking was authorized until the princi money, 
with interest thereon at 5 per cent. per annum, should satisfied. 
And it was thereby stipulated that the principal sum should be repaid 
tothe mortgagees on the Ist of July, 1889, and that in the meantime the 
interest should be paid half-yearly. The mortgages were each indorsed 
with a memorandum to the effect that, on the expiration of the term of 
seven years for which the loan was made, the mo should have the 
option of receiving repayment either in cash, or in an allotment of 
rpetual debenture stock of the undertaking to the amount of the 
principal money, bearing interest at 4} per cent. per annum. In the 
year 1884 an Act was passed, which empowered the tion of Bristol 
to purchase the undertaking of the company, in consideration of the 
issue to three directors of the company, to be nominated by the company, 
of a sum of £250,000 Corporation stock, partly on the Ist of September, 
1884, and the remainder on the 1st of September, 1889. The Act pro- 
yided that, subject to its provisions, all debts, liabilities, and a 
obligations of the company, as ed their undertaking, whic 
immediately before the 1st of September, 1884, were due and payable by 
the company, should, notwithstanding the transfer to the rp ape. be 
paid and discharged by the company. The directors of the company 
were empowered to sell any Corporation stock allotted to the three 
directors, and it was provided that the proceeds of the sale should be 
applied in the manner thereinafter directed, or that the company might 
transfer the same, or any thereof, to any shareholder or creditor of 
the company willing to take the same. The stock or moneys were to be 
applied by the directors of the company in the manner set forth in 
the 4th schedule to the Act, subject to the provisions of section 24 of 
the Act. Section 24 provided that the company and the directors thereof 
might, if they should think fit, elect that the application and distribution 
of the moneys receivable by the company under the Act should be made 
under and subject to the order and p am of the High Court, and, in 
that case, the money was to be paid into court, and applicd and dealt 
with under the orders of the court, to the purposes in the order of 
priority set forth in the 4th schedule to the Act. The 4th schedule 
provided that the money should be applied (1) in paying unpaid vendors 
of land taken by the company for the purposes of their undertaking; (2) 
in paying the costs of the company in relation to the sale to the corporation 
and the passing and carrying it into effect of the Act; (3) “‘in paying off 
and redeeming at the mortgages and debenture affecting the 
undertaking, and the interest thereon, according to their several priorities ; 
or, if the holders are willing to accept the same, in transferring to them 
stock sufficient for that — The question was whether the company 
were entitled to pay off the mortgages by paying the principal of each 
mortgage, with interest at 5 per cent. up to the date of payment, or 
whether the mortgagees were entitled also to compensation for being = 
off before the end of the stipulated term of seven years for which the loan 
had been originally granted. The mortgagees also claimed compensation 
for the loss of the option given to them by their mortgages to receive 
payment in a debenture stock of the company. Parson, J., held 
that, upon the proper construction of the third clause of the 4th sche- 
dule, the words ‘‘ at par’’ must be joined with the word ‘‘ redeeming,” 
reddendo singula singulis. To redeem stock at par and to buy stock at par 
were common expressions, but the term ‘‘at par’? was entirely 
inapplicable to a mortgage. He would read use 3 thus—‘‘In 
paying off the mortgages and redeeming at par the debenture stock.” He 
thought that it was not intended to affect the rights of the mortgagees. 
He could find nothing in the Act to enable the company to give to any 
mortgagee less than he was entitled to outside the Act, and he thought 
that, if it had been intended to affect the rights of the mortgagees, there 
would have been express words showing to what extent they were to be 
affected. He held, therefore, that the mortgagees must be paid off with 
the full compensation to which they would have been entitled if the Act 
had not been passed—i.e., they must be paid their principal and interest, 
having regard to the tenor of their mort and the period at which they 
were to become payable. But he hel the mortgagees were not 
entitled to any compensation for the loss of the option to be paid in 
debenture stock. The power to issue that stock was taken away by the 
Act of 1884, and, even if it could be issued, it could be at once redeemed 
by the company.—Covnsz1, Sir Arthur Watson, Q.C.; Higgins, Q.C., and 
ate Lee. Soxuicrrors, Hargroves § Co.; Wansey $ Bowen, 





SHEPPARD v. GILMORE—Kay, J., 10th December, 


Pracrice—TriaAL BY JuRY—AOCTION ASSIGNED TO THE CHANCERY Drvist0Nn 
—Jomnper or Cause or Acrion nor so assignrep—R. S. C., 1883, 
orn, 36, RR, 3, 6. 


A question arose in this case as to the construction of rules 3 and 6 of 
order 36 of the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883. The action was one 
for the specific performance of certain covenants in restraint of altera- 
tions of buildings and ancient lights, and also for an injunction to restrain 


the defendant from so bteryg= re to interfere with the light and air coming 
to the plaintiff's tenement, which adjoined the house and of the 
defendant. The defendant now applied that the action, so far as it sought 


to restrain the infringement by the defendant of plaintiff's ht to ancient 
lights, might be tried by a fudge and jury at the forthomaing Bristol 
Assizes, on the ground that the Sassen oF 

those matters specially assigned to the eanoery 


ent was not one of 
ivision, and also that 





the locus in quo being Bath, great expense would be saved by having the ] 


trial at Bristol. Rule 3 of c1der 36 is as follows:—‘‘ Causes or matters 
assigned by the principal Act (i.e., Judicature Act, 1873) to the Chancery 
Division shall be tri a jud without a jury, unless the court ora 
judge shall otherwise order.’ By rule 6 of the same order: ‘‘ In any 
other cause or matter, upon the application of any party thereto fora 
trial with a jury of the cause or matter, or a issue of fact, an order 
shall be made for atrial with a jury.” Kay, J., after referring to the 
rules, said that their meaning was le. ‘“‘ Any other cause or 
action” in rule 6 meant any cause or action except those which by the 
principal Act were assigned to the Cnencery Devenes- This action, being 
one for ‘ormance of a contract een vendor and purchaser, 
is one of the 8 which by the Act is assigned to the Chancery Division. 
It was said thet the jacge bad no ceceeiens cause the ar issue was 
one not assigned to the Chancery Division. That to his lordship not 
at all the true reading of the order and the Act of Parliament. They did 
not mean that any party to any action, which contained a material claim 
which must be tried in the Division, had power, whether the 
judge liked it or not, to say that he would split the action into two, and 
insist on one portion of it being tried before a j and jury. That 
would be a weapon in the hands of a defendant which might put the 
plaintiff to enormous cost and delay. The rule did not give such power, 
and it would be ver 2 ient that there should be such a power. 
Accordingly, his lordship no doubt that this case was one which was 
absolutely within the discretion of the court. As to the exercise of that 
discretion, his lordship observed that this was not a case in which the issue 
which it was sought to have tried before a jury was preliminary to the rest 
of the action. If the determination of the issue in one way would put an 
end to the action, that would be a strong reason for allowing it to be tried 
by ajury. But that was not the case. In whichever way the issue as to 
light and air was decided, the other question—viz., whether the covenants 
against alterations were binding on the defendant—would remain to be 
tried in the Chancery Division. Therefore it seemed to be most inex- 
pedient to split the action into two, and the application must be refused, 
with costs.—Counset, W. Pearson, Q.C.; Arthur Charles, Q.C., and Emden ; 
Kekewich, Q.C,, and Mulligan, Botsctrors, Robinson, Preston, § Stow, for 
Burne § Rooke, Bath ; Dawes § Sons, for Gill § Bush, Bath. 


Re GARNETT, ROBINSON +. GANDY—Kay, J., Ist, 5th, and 12th 
December. 


CovENANT TO SETTLE PROPERTY OF WIFE, OP WHICH SHE SHALL, SUBSE+ 
QUENTLY TO THE MARRIAGE AND DURING THE COVERTURE, BECOME SBISED, 
POSSESSED OF, OR ENTITLED TO. 


Upon this further consideration the question was discussed as to what 
had ie the effect of a release, which was subsequently set aside, upon 
the relative rights of a husband, in right of his wife, and the trustees of 
her settlement, these last claiming under a covenant to settle future- 
acquired property. The residuary personal estate of a testator was valued 
in 1856. In 1859, when the executors accounted for it, the estate had 
greatly increased in value, but this was overlooked, and the executors, as 
a matter of fact, only accounted to two ladies (each of whom was entitled 
to a share of the residue) on the footing of the valuation made in 1856, 
and the ladies released them in the most general terms. Both the ladies 
married shortly afterwards, and their respective marriage settlements 
contained covenants by the husband and wife with the trustees, that 
all the estate, property, and effects whatsoever, both real and personal, 
except as therein mentioned (and nothing turned w the exceptions), 
which the husband and wife, or either of them, sho at any time subse- 
quent to the solemnization of the marriage and during the coverture, 
become seised, of, or entitled to, either at law or in equity, 
under any gift, devise, or bequest in her favour, or by representation, or 
any other means whatsoever, should be settled. The mistake as to the 
value of the residue was discovered in 1838], and a claim was carried in 
by the ladies and their husbands against the estate of one of the executors, 
who had died, in respect of the ce in value between the amounts 
accounted for and the actua) residuary personal estate, and for the interest 
which had accrued upon the investments ting the residue, which 
investments had remained in the hands of the executors. The chief chrk 
refused to entertain the claim unless the release was set aside. Even- 
tually this was done, by the effect of a judgment of the Court of 
ST, OR ee Oe ee ee Gene. Oe 
bin release by the 


ladies of all claims in respect of the residue. The 
chief ha eas Se amounts due in respect of the 
ladies’ share of residue, su to the court questions in relation to 


the amounts he found due, involving the 
trustees of the settlements were not entitled ore ae 


of the ladies, as between them and the executors, 
in action ; that to any action to t 
would be a complete bar, and that until that release was set aside the hese 


in action Was prac 
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ture was bound by the aren Oe eee $ upon 
the setting aside the release was in settlements. He also held 
that no part of the property could be treated as interest, but that the 
lump sums must be paid over to the trustees of the settlements.— 
Counsen, Pearson, Q.C., and Shedbeare ; Hastings, Q.C., and Ingle Joyce ; 
Robinson, Q.C., and Druce; R, J. Parber, Soxrorrons, Jehaston, Harrson, 
§ Powell; Richard Smith $ Weimer ; J.B. Candy. 
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In re W. F. HOBSON (Deceased), WEBSTER v. RICHARDS—Chitty, J., 
15th December. 


Marrrep Women’s Property Act, 1882, s. 5—SeparateE Prorgrty— 
REVERSION BELONGING TO MARRIED WoMAN AT COMMENCEMENT OF ACT 
FALLING IN DURING COVERTURE. 


In this case the question was whether a married woman, entitled on 
the 1st of January, 1883, the date of the commencement of the Married 
Women’s Property Act, 1882, to a reversionary interest in a fund 
expectant upon the death of her father, who died in 1884, could claim the 
fund as her separate property under section 5 of the Act, which provides 
that “‘every woman married before the commencement of the Act shall be 
entitled to have and to hold and to dispose of as her separate property all 
real and personal property her title to which, whether vested or con- 
tingent, and whether in possession, reversion, or remainder, shall accrue 
after the commencement of the Act.” The fund in question was com- 
prised in the settlement made on the marriage of the claimant’s 
parents. The trusts and limitations of the settlement were of the 
usual kind. No power of appointment had been exercised, and the 
claimant was the only issue of the marriage. Curry, J., said that 
he had already decided the question in favour of the wife in Baynion 
v. Collins (33 W. R. 41, L. R. 27 Ch. D. 604). The question had also been 
decided in favour of the wife by Pearson, J.,in In re Hughes (29 Soxtct- 
TORS JOURNAL, 383); by Kay, J., in Thompson v. Curzon (33 W. R. 688, 
L. R. 29 Ch. D. 177); and Bacon, V.C., in Dizon v. Smith (54 L. J. Ch. 
694). However, in In re Tucker (29 Soutcrrors’ Journat, 607), Pearson, J., 
after hearing a full argument, decided the question in favour of the 
husband. So likewise had Kay, J., in In ve Adames (33 W. R. 834). 
The last two decisions were solemn decisions of two judges of co-ordinate 
jurisdiction, and he felt bound to follow them, leaving it to the Court of 
Appeal to settle the question when called upon todo so. The question 
was one which must frequently arise, and it was undesirable, and, indeed, 
unseemly, that different rules on so important a matter should prevail in 
different branches of the same division of the High Oourt. He should, 
therefore, follow the two last decisions, and decide in favour of the 
husband. However, he himself was not satisfied that the decision he had 
arrived at in Baynton v. Collins was erroneous, or not in accordance, 
indeed, with the actual wording of section 5. His decision, at least, was 
not open to the difficulty which Kay, J., had pointed out in In re 
Adames—namely, that section 5, whilst imposing a fetter on dealing with 
the property in remainder, afterwards removed the fetter when the 
property came into possession. Whatever view might be taken of the 
section, it certainly did not impose any fetter on a married woman.— 
CovunseL, Macnaghten, Q.C., P. B. Abraham ; F. W. Hamilton and Manson. 
Souricrrors, Maude § Co. ; C. H. Bryson. 





In re STEELE (Deceased)—Chitty, J., 12th December. 


Vestinc Orper—Lanps iy IreLtanp—Jvrispiction—Trustee Act, 1850, 
s. 4, anD Truster Extension Act, 1852, s. 2 

In this case, an action having been instituted for the administration of 
the estate of a deceased testator, and an order made, it was found that 
certain land in Ireland, purported to be devised by the testator, 
was, in fact, comprised in his marriage settlement, and, on his death, 
vested in the sole surviving trustee in trust for the testator’s two 
daughters absolutely as tenants in common. It appeared that the settle- 
ment was made in Ireland, and that the trustee was domiciled there, but he 
refused to convey or in any way interfere in the matter. A petition was 
presented by the two beneficiaries asking for an order under the Trustee 
Extension Act, 1852, s. 2, vesting the land in them, and Re Hewitt’s 
Estate (6 W. R. 537) and Re Lamotte (25 W. R. 149, L. BR. 4 Ch. D. 325) 
were referred to as cases where the court had made orders vesting lands in 
Ireland ; the jurisdiction being conferred by the Trustee Act, 1850, s. 4. 
Currry, J., said that he had jurisdiction to make the order, and made an 
order as asked.—CounseL, H. Foss and Frank Evans. Soutcrrors, R. C. 
Turnbull ; H. B. Bell. 


In re STURGIS BRITISH MOTIVE POWER SYNDICATE 
(Limited)—Chitty, J., 11th December. 
Pracrice—WIinvinc-vp Psririon—Fatsze ADDRESS OF 
Security ror Costs. 


In this case, a motion was made by the company to compel a petitioner 
who had presented a winding-up petition to give security for costs, on the 
ground that an address given in the petition as the business address of 
the petitioner was a false one. The petitioner had stated that he wasa 
creditor for £106. His debt was said to be disputed. Counsel for the 
petitioner stated that the petitioner’s solicitor would be able to ascertain 
the petitioner’s address if time were given. Curry, J., said that the 
request for time was rather an extraordinary one, for it amounted to 
nothing more than a request by the petitioner for time in which to 
discover his own address. The case was a proper one in which to make an 
order. The practice was to order the amount to be paid as security to be 
paid within a reasonable time—that was to say, within a comparatively 
short time. He ordered the petitioner, within a week, to give £25 security, 
and, in the event of his failure to do so, the petition would be dismissed 
with costs.—Counse., Grosvenor Woods ; Lewis Edmunds. 


PETITIONER— 





In re THE MILLER’S DALE AND ASHWOOD DALE LIME COM- 
PANY (BUXTON), Limirev—Bacon, V.C., 11th December. 
JomraxY—Winpinc vur—Contrisutory—Vorw SHanes—Estorrer—Com- 
PANIES Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 89), 5. 51. 


— 
contributories in respect of ten shares, on the ground (inter alia) that they 
were irregularly issued, and therefore void. It oo that the interval 
of not less than fourteen days, under section 51, had not elapsed between 
the meeting at which the resolutions for issuing the shares were passed 
and the meeting at which they were confirmed. The shares were issued 
in 1879, and the applicant’s name had been on the register ever since, and 
the company was now in liquidation. Bacon, V.C., said that, owing to 
the irregularity, the issue of the shares was void as between the share. 
holders and the company, but that did not affect the rights of the credi- 
tors in the winding up; the shares were de facto issued and the money 
raised. The applicant knew that he was on the register, and to allow his 
name to be taken off now would open the door to innumerable frauds. It 
was well settled that, as soon as the creditors’ rights intervened, contribu. 
tories could no longer be relieved on such grounds. Summons dismissed, 
—CounsgL, Marten, Q.C., and 8. Hall; Millar, Q.C., and Farwell. Soxict- 
tors, Crowders § Vizard, for Simpson, Hockin, § Raby, Manchester; 
Pritchard, Englefield, § Co. 


PARKINSON v. POTTER—Q. B. D. 14th December. 


LANDLORD AND Trenanr—ArTTacHE TO Foreign Empassy — Exemption 
FROM PayMENT OF Rares—7 Anngz, c. 12. 


This was an appeal from the county court, where the plaintiff had 
recovered judgment against the defendant under the following circum. 
stances :—The plaintiff, being the owner of certain premises in the parish 
of Marylebone, demised them to the defendant for twenty-one years, and 
one of the covenants of the lease was that the defendant would pay ‘‘ the 
sewers rate, and all other rates, taxes, assessments, and impositions’’ of 
what nature or kind whatsoever ”? which should be imposed on 
the said premises, ‘‘ or on the landlord in respect thereof.’? The defendant 
assigned this lease to one De Basto, who was then Portuguese Consul- 
General in London. Mr. De Basto, having been made an attaché to the 
Portuguese Embassy, claimed exemption, as such, from payment of rates 
in respect of the said premises. The parish authorities, under a power 
conferred upon them by their local Act (35 Geo. 3, c. lxiii.), which enacts 
that if a house is occupied by an ambassador or any other person not 
liable by law to pay rates, the rates must be paid by the owner of the 
house, had recourse to the plaintiff, who was obliged to pay them. The 
plaintiff thereupon sued the defendant for the amount so paid under the 
covenant in the lease of the premises from the plaintiff to the defendant, 
and recovered judgment. The defendant having appealed, the Court 
(Maruew and Wits, JJ.) held that there was sufficient evidence to justify 
the county court judge in finding that De Basto was really an attach’ to 
the Portuguese Embassy. This being so, the court further held, after 
referring to 7 Anne, c. 12, and after an elaborate review of all the authori- 
ties on the point, that an attaché to a foreign embassy was entitled to 
claim exemption from payment of rates; that the plaintiff therefore 
became liable to the parish for the rates, under the local Act, as owner of 
the premises ; and that he was entitled to recover the amount of them 
from the defendant under the covenant in the lease. The court, however, 
expressed disapproval of the conduct of De Basto in claiming this privi- 
lege. Avpeal dismissed.—Counsrt, Gainsford Bruce, Q.C., and Routh ; 
Charles, Q.C., and Gore. Soxricrrors, Routh, Stacey, § Castle; Prior, Bigg, 
Church, § Adams. 





BANKRUPTCY CASES. 
BAINES v. WRIGHT & SON—C. A. No. 1, 3rd December. 


Bankruptcy — Composirion — Sscurep Crepirorn — Loan on Bris oF 
Excuance — Goops DEposITep as Sxgcurrry — Composrrion palD 
on Futt Amount or Bris Tro Inporsrzs — VaLvE or Securiry NOT 
DEDUCTED. 


In this case the plaintiff had advanced sums of money to the defend- 
ants, and had sold them wool for the purposes of their business, taking 
bills of exchange accepted by the defendants. The defendants also 
deposited with the plaintiff goods as security. The plaintiff indorsed 
away the bills forvalue. During the currency of the bills, the defend- 
ants filed a petition for liquidation by arrangement or composition under 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1969, and the creditors accepted a composition of 
6s. in the pound. At this time the defendants’ account with the 
plaintiff showed that the amount due both on the advance and trade 
account, for which bills had been given, exceeded the value of the 
securities by £1,692. By an arrangement between the plaintiff and 
the holders of the bills, the latter claimed and were paid the amount of 
the composition in respect of the whole of the bills, which at 6s. in 
the pound amounted to £1,547, the plaintiff being credit«d in account 
with that sum, and the plaintiff paid the holders the balance. The 
plaintiff did not send in any proof, or claim any dividend. ‘The 
defendants contended that they were entitled, for the purposes of the 
composition, to have the matter dealt with as if the bills had not been 
negotiated, but were still in the hands of the plaintiff, in which case the 
plaintiff would only be entitled to be paid the composition on the balance 
of the debt due to him, after giving credit for the value of the « curities 
held by him. The plaintiff contended that he was entitled to avail 
himself of his security to its utmost extent, and that, therefore, lie was 
entitled to hold the security against the balance of the debt. after 
giving credit for the amount of the composition paid to the holders 
of the bills. If the defendants’ contention were correct, the plaintiff 
could only claim the composition on £1,692 as above, which would 
be £507, instead of taking credit for the composition paid to the holders, 
£1,547, and holding his security for the balance; the difference being 





In this case a director applied to have his name taken off the list of 


£1,039. The question arose in an action by the plaintiff for goods sold 
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to the defendants subsequent to the composition proceedings, in which 
the defendants counter-claimed for the £1,039. The court (Lord Esuzr, 
MLR., Corron, and Bowen, L.JJ.), affirming the decision of the Queen’s 
Bench Division (L, R. 15 Q. B. D. 102, 33 W. R. Dig. 15), gave judgment 
for the defendants. They said that by this arrangement between the 
plaintiff and the holders of the bills, an advantage was sought to be 
iven to the plaintiff, in respect of his securities, which he could not have 
fad in the ordinary course of bankruptcy. Composition proceedings in 
no way differed on this point from proceedings in basboagiay. The 
bankruptcy law would not allow the plaintiff to derive an advantage 


than if the bills had not been on. in which case he could only 
have received a composition on the balance of the debt after deducting 
the value of the securities. The defendants, therefore, were entitled 
tojudgment. Semble, per Lord Esuer, M.R., and Bowen, L.J., that the 
result would have been the same in the absence of such an arrangement.— 
OounsEL, Charles, Q.C.,and Lane; Davey, Q.C., and E. Tindal Atkinson. 
Soricrrors, Jaques, Layton, § Jaques, for Watson § Dickens, Bradford ; Bigg, 
Chubb, § Adams, for Gardiner & Jeffrey, Bradford. 


Ex parte ROBERTSON, Jn re ROBERTSON, C. A. No. 1, 12th 
December. 


BANKRUPTCY—JURISDICTION—ReEcEIvVING OrpEr—Domici. or Drsror— 
CuanGE or Domicit, In OnpER TO DEFEAT CrEDITORS—BanxRvuptcy Act, 
1883, s. 6, SUB-SECTION 1 (D.). 


This was an appeal by a debtor from a receiving order, the question 
being whether he was domiciled in England, and whether, therefore, 
under sub-section 1 (d.) of section 6 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, the 
Oourt of Bankruptcy had jurisdiction in the matter. The debtor was a 
clergyman of the Church of England. He was born in Scotland in 1826, and 
was educated at Glasgow. He took a degree at the University of 
Glasgow in 1845. In 1848 he went to Cambridge, and graduated at the 
University there as B.A. in 1851, and as M.A. in 1855. In 1854 he 
was ordained a deacon, and in 1855 a priest. He held two curacies in 
England in succession, and in 1862 he was appointed vicar of a parish in 
Lincolnshire, and held that vicarage until 1878. He didnot marry. In 1878 
his living became vacant, in consequence of his having absented himself for 
three years without obtaining leave from the bishop, and a successor was ap- 
pointed. During the three years he was es abroad. In 1876 he pur- 
chased some shares in the City of Glasgow Bank. In October, 1878, the bank 
stopped payment, and was afterwards ordered to be wound up. He was 
G iegien at the time of the failure. In December, 1878, a call was 
made upon him in the winding up, and further calls were made on him, 
amounting altogether to £27,000. He did not pay any part of this amount. 
In March, 1879, he went abroad, having previously sold all his English 
investments, and he had never since been in England. The petition on 
which the receiving order was made was presented by acompany, which, under 
statutory powers, had purchased all the assets of the bank. The petitionalleged 
that £36,000 was due from the debtor to the petitioners in respect of calls and 
interest thereon. The Court of Appeal (Lord Esuer, M.R., and Corron and 
Bown, L.JJ.) held that the debtor had acquired an English domicil, but 
that, when he went abroad in 1879, he had done so with the manifest 
intention of abandoning his domicil of choice, and that, whether he had 
acquired a new domicil, or his domicil of origin had reverted, he was not, 
atthe time of the presentation of the petition, domiciled in England, 
and, therefore, the Court of Bankruptcy had no jurisdiction over him. 

Leave was then asked to ap to the House of Lords, on the ground that 
it had never before been decided that a man could change his domicil 
for the pur, of defeating his creditors. The Covrr refused to give 
leave, on the ground that they had only decided a question of fact, 
and Corron, L.J., said that, in Udny v. Udny (L. R.1H. L. Sc. 441) it 
had been held that a change of domicil might be made for the purpose of 
defeating creditors.—Uovunsgt, Millar, Q.C., and F. Cooper Willis ; White- 
horne, Q.C., and A. C. Nicoll. Soxrcrrors, Batten, Proffitt, § Scott; Clarke, 
Rawlins, § Co. 





Ex parte PLAYER, In re PLAYER—C.A. No. 1, 11th December. 


BankrurTtcy—TIME FOR APPEALING—LEAVR2 TO APPEAL FROM DrvistoNaL 
Court in Banxruptcy—Banxkruptcy Apprats Act, 1884, s, 2--Bank- 
rupTcy Ruves, 1883, xe. 2a, 111, 114, 116a. 


In this case a divisional court of the Queen’s Bench Division, sitting in 
pnreater on the 12th of August, reversed the decision of a county court. 
No application was then made for leave to ay to the Court of Appeal. 
The unsuccessful party,on the 5th of September, served his opponent with 
a notice of appeal, not having then obtained any leave to appeal. After 
the 12th of August there was no divisional court sitting in bankruptcy 
until the 16th of November. The appeal came on for hearing before the 
Court of Appeal on the 13th of November. Meanwhile, on the 3rd of 
November, the appellant had served the respondent with notice of an appli- 
cation to the Court of Appeal for leave to appeal. When the appeal 
was opened, on the 13th of November, the respondent objected that the 
appellant had not obtained leave to appeal, and that the application for 
leave ought to have been made in the first instance to the Divisional 
Court. The appeal was then ordered to stand over, to give the oe y 
an opportunity of spplyin to the Divisional Court for leave. On the 
16th of November, the application was made to the Divisional Court, and 
was refused. On the 11th of December, the appeal came into the 
paper of the Court of Appeal, that court not having meanwhile sat in bank- 


It was oe on behalf of the soqpentns, that such an application ought 
to be made within the twenty-one days allowed by the rules for sppealing, 
for otherwise the time for appealing would ar, extended. 
The court (Lord Esuer, M.R., and Corron and Bowen, L.JJ.) gave leave 
toappeal. Lord Esuszr, M.R., said that each case must depend on its own 
icular circumstances, and in the present; case there was nothing to show 
that any harm would be done to anyone by giving the leave. UNSEL, 
Cooper Willis, Q.O.; Herbert Reed. Licirors, Zamplin, Tayler, § Joseph ; 
Tippetis § Son. 





Ex parte SCOTT AND ANOTHER, Jn re HAWKE—Q. B. D., 9th 
December. 


JURISDICTION—CLAIM ARISING OUT OF THE BANKRUPTCY—BankKRUPTCY AcT, 
1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 52), s. 102. 


In this case, which came before the court on appeal from the decision 
of the county court judge of Wiltshire, an important point was raised as 
to the jurisdiction of the Bankruptcy Court. The trustee in bankruptcy 
sought to set aside a sale to certain corn merchants, to whom the bank- 
rupt was indebted in a considerable amount. The sale was made without 
the knowledge of the bankrupt by his manager on the same day that the 
bankrupt actually sent out notices of of payment, which 
were, however, only delivered the next day. It was alleged that the sale 
was in the ordinary course of business, and, being without the knowledge 
of the bankrupt, was not a fraudulent preference, and it was moreover 
contended, on the part of the vendees, that, as the value of the goods 
sold was over £200, the claim did not arise out of the bankruptcy within 
the meaning of section 102 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, and therefore the 
court sitting in ar had not jurisdiction to hear the claim. The 
court (Cave and Day, JJ.) held that there was jurisdiction, as the evidence 
showed that but for the apron bankruptcy, the sale would not have 
taken place, and, but for the ac bankruptcy it would never have been 
disputed. A claim not ating ot & the ptcy is such a claim as a 
third person has against the pt before any act of bankruptcy. — 
Counsgt, Herbert Reed and Rubie; Cooper Willis, Q.C., and F. Cooper Willis. 
Soxrcrrors, Crowders § Vizard, for Chapman § Ponting, Warminster; Hacon 
$ Turner, for Lee § Powning, Salisbury. 





Ex parte SANFORD (Trustee), In re BARBER—Q. B. D., 7th, 8th, and 
9th December. 


Brit or Sate—Brixs or Sate Act (1878) AmenpMENT Act, 1882 (45 & 
46 Vict. c. 43)—Insurancs—Powsr TO RECOVER ‘‘on Demanp In- 
SURANCE PAID BY GRANTEBE’’—Form or Brix 1x ScHEDULE. 


In this case an important point was decided as to the form of the clause 
in a bill of sale relating to insurance. It was contended that a bill of sale 
was void as against the trustee in bankruptcy, amongst other reasons, 
because it contained an insurance clause empo' the grantee to 
insure and making the amount paid by the tee for insurance repay - 
able on demand. e case of Hetherington v. Groom (33 W. R. 103, L. R. 13 
Q. B. D. 789) was relied on. The court (Hawxis and Cave, JJ.) held 
that the principle of the case cited, in which it was held that a clause 
making principal and interest payable on demand vitiated the bill of 
sale, did not apply to a clause to insurance, which was not within 
the mischief aimed at by the statute, and a reference to the form of a bill 
of sale given in the schedule to the Act showed that there was nothing 
there to indicate that such a clause as this might not to be used.—Covns«1, 
Cooper Willis, Q.C., and Herbert Reed ; Winslow, Q.C., and C. E. Jones. 
Soxicrrors, Coburn § Young; Randall §¢ Bucknill, for Jones § Son, Colchester. 





CASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS. 
In re STRONG—C. A. No. 2., 16th December. 
Arrrat—Sgcurity ror Costs—Orpzr To sTRIkE Soricrror orr Rotts. 


In this case an order had been made by Kay, J. (ante, p. 111), that a 
solicitor should render an account of moneys received by him from some 
clients, and that he should re; what should be found due from him, and 
that he should be struck off the rolls. He having given notice of appeal 
from the whole order, the clients applied for an order that he should 
ive security for the costs of the ap . The court (Livviey and Fev, 
JJ.) ordered security to the amount of £15 to be given. Livovey, 


L.J., said that it was an important question whether any security ought 
by a solicitor from an order to 


to be required for the costs of an appeal , ; 
strike off the rolls, and, if the order had contained nothing else, his 
lordship was not prepared to say that security t to have been required. 
But the order was also for an account, and was from th. 
whole order. There was evidence of the appellant’s insolvency in March, 
1885, and he did not swear that he was not now insolvent, nor did h» say 
that he was unable to give security. Therefore, security must be given. 
Fry, L.J., concurred. — Counsgt, Pearson, Q.C.; Ringwood. Soxictrors, 
J. W. Sykes; H. C. Barker. 








On Tuesday last the sitting of the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council had to be postponed, owing to the absence of Lord Monkewell, 
who had been attacked with bronchitis, and of Sir Barnes Peacock, who 





tuptcy, and the appellant renewed his application for leave to appeal. 


| was confined to his house by a severe cold. 
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NEW LEGAL M.P.’S. 








elected M.P. for the Western Division of the Borough of Newington j 
the Conservative interest, is the only son of Mr. Robert Cooke, a 
at 


Hellens, Herefordshire, and was born in 1841. He was educated gi 


Sir Jvu1ax Gowns, Bart., who has been elected M.P. for the | Pmmanuel College, Oambridge. He was called to the bar at Lincoln's. 
Southern Division of the Borough of St. Pancras in the Liberal interest, | in» in Easter Term, 1872, and he is a member of the Oxford Circuit. Mp 


is the eldest son of Mr. Frederick David Goldsmid, of Somerhill, Kent 


He was born in 1838, and he succeeded toa baronetcy in 1878 on the death 


Cooke is a magistrate for Herefordshire. 
Mr. Franx Locxwoop, Q.C., who has been elected M.P. for the City of 


of his uncle, Sir Francis Goldsmid, Q.C. He was educated at University | York in the Liberal interest, is the second son of Mr. Charles Day 


College, London, and he graduated, at the University of London, B.A. in | Lockwood, of Ardwick, Lancashire, and was born in 1847. 


He was 


1859. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1864, | educated at Caius College, Cambridge. He was called to the bar at 
and he is a member of the Oxford Circuit. Sir F. Goldsmid was M.P. for | Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1872, and he is a member of the North. 
Honiton from 1866 till 1868, and for Rochester from 1870 till 1880. He | Eastern Circuit. He became a Queen’s Counsel in 1882, and recorder of 
is a magistrate and deputy-lieutenant for the county of Kent, and a fellow | Sheffield in 1884. Mr. Lockwood acted, in 1880, as a commissioner fo 


of University College, London. 


Sir Roper Letuprines, barrister, C.I.E., who has been elected M.P. for 


inquiring into corrupt practices in the city of Ohester. 
Mr. Ernest Baccatuay, barrister, who has been elected M.P. for the 


the Northern Division of the Borough of Kensington in the Conservative | Brixton Division of the Borough of Lambeth in the Conservative interest, 


interest, is the son of Mr. Ebenezer Lethbridge, and was born in 1840. 


He was formerly scholar of Exeter College, Oxford, where he graduated | was educated at Marlborough Coll 


second 


is the third son of Sir Richard Baggallay, and was born in 1850. He 
and at Caius College, Cambridge, 


in mathematics in 1863, and he was for a short time a clerk | and he was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Easter Term, 1873. He 
in the Public Record Office. He was for several years a professor in the 


practises on the South-Eastern Circuit, and he is one of the prosecuting 


Bengal Educational Department, aud secretary to the Simla Educational | counsel to the Post Office at the Central Criminal Court. Mr. Baggallay 


Commission, and he was press commissioner in India from 1878 till 1880. 


was secretary to the Boston Election Commission in 1875, and to the 


He was called tothe bar at the Inner Temple in June, 1880. He was | Sandwich Election Commission in 1880, and he was formerly a revising 
created a Companion of the Order of the Indian Empire in 1879, and he | barrister for the county of Kent. 


received the honour of knighthood in August last. 


Mr. Epwry Hccues, solicitor, of 2, Gresham-buildings, and of Wool- 
wich and Plumstead, who has been elected M.P. for the Borough of 


Mr. Cuartzes Epwarp Howarp Vincent, barrister, who has been elected 
M.P. for the Central Division of the Borough of Sheffield in the Oon- 
servative interest, is the son of the late Sir Frederick Vincent, Bart , and 


Woolwich in the Conservative interest, is the son of Mr. John Hughes, of | was born in 1849. He was for several years an officer in the 23rd Welsh 


Woolwich, and was born in 1831. He was educated at King Edward’s 


Fusiliers. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in January, 


School, Birmingham, and he was admitted a solicitor in 1860. He | 1876, and he was Director of Criminal Investigations for the Metropolitan 
is vestry clerk of Plumstead parish, and a member of the School Board | Police from 1878 till 1884. 


for London for the Greenwich Division. 


Mr. Joun Rozerts, solicitor, of Bangor, who has been elected M.P. for 


Mr. Watrer Surrtey Sutrizy, barrister, who has been elected M.P. for | the Southern Division of Carnarvonshire in the Liberal interest, is the 


the Doncaster Division of the West Riding of Yorkshire in the Liberal in- 
terest, is the eldest son of Mr. William Edwood Shirley, solicitor, of Don- 
caster, and was born in 1851. He was educated at Rugby and at Balliol 
College, Oxford, where he graduated second class in Jurisprudence in 1875. 
He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in November, 1876, and he 
is a member of the North-Eastern Circuit. 


Mr. Jonn Morcan Howarp, Q.C., who has been elected M.P. for the 
Dulwich Division of the Borough of Camberwell in the Conservative 
interest, is the eldest son of Mr. John Howard, solicitor, of Swansea, and 
was born in 1836. He was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in 
Easter Term, 1858, and he is a member of the South-Eastern Circuit. 
Mr. Howard became a Queen’s Counsel in 1874, and recorder of 
Guildford in 1875, in which year he also presided over the Boston 
Election Commission. He is a bencher of the Middle Temple, and a 
magistrate for the county of Middlesex. 


Mr. Howarp Srensiey, barrister, who has been elected M.P. for the 
Clerkenwell Division of the Borough of Finsbury in the Liberal interest, 
is the son of Mr. William Spensley, and was born in 1833. He practised 
for many years at Melbourne, and he was for some time Solicitor-General 
of the Colony of Victoria. He was called to the bar atthe Middle Temple 
in June, 1876. 


Mr. Joux Fretcuer Movirton, Q.C., who has been elected M.P. for the 
Clapham Division of the Borough of Battersea in the Liberal interest, is the 
son of the Rev. James Moulton, and was born in 1844. He was educated at 
St. John’s College, Cambridge, where he graduated as senior wrangler and 
first Smith’s prizeman in 1868, and he was afterwards elected a fellow of 
Christ’s College. He was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in 
Michaelmas Term, 1874, and he is amember of the South-Eastern Circuit. 
He was created a Queen’s Counsel in July last. 


Mr. Fraycis Orrer, barrister, who has been elected M.P. for the Louth 
Division of Lincolnshire in the Liberal interest, is the eldest son of Mr. 
Francis Otter, of Ranby Hall, Lincolnshire, and was born in 1831. He 
was educated at Rugby, and he was formerly fellow and tutor of Corpus 
Christi College, Oxford, where he graduated second class in Mathematics 
in 1554. He was calied to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1867, 
and he formerly practised in the Court of Chancery. 

Mr. Joun Brooxs, barrister, who has been elected M.P. for the 
Altrincham Division of Cheshire in the Conservative interest, is the only 
son of the Rev. John Brooks, and was born in 1856. He was educated at 
Harrow and at Merton College, Oxford, where he graduated second class 
in Modern History in 1877. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple 
in June, 1881. Mr. Brooks is a magistrate for Mheshire and Berkshire, 


Mr. Hexxx Hoxnovsz, barrister, who has been elected M.P. for the 
Eastern Division of Somersetshire in the Liberal interest, is the only son 
of Mr. Henry Hobhouse, of Hadspen, Somersetshire, and nephew of Lord 
Hobhouse. He was born in 1854, and he was educated at Balliol College, 
Oxford, where he graduated first class in Classics in 1875. He was called 
to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in June, 1880, 

The Hon. Grorcr Tuomas Kenyon, barrister, who has been elected M.P. 
for the Denbigh Boroughs in the Conservative interest, is the second son of 
the third Lord Kenyon, and was born in 1840. He was educated at 
Harrow and at Christ Church, Oxford, and he was called to the bar at the 
Middle Temple in Easter Term, 1869. Mr. Kenyon isa magistrate for 
Shropshire and Vlintehire. 


Mr. Cuanizs Wattwrs Ravcurre Cooxy, barrister, who has been 


eldest son of Mr. Daniel Roberts. He was admitted a solicitor in 1868. 


Mr. Evcenz Wason, solicitor (of the firm of Williams, James, & 
Wason), of 62, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, who has been elected M.P. for the 
Southern Division of Ayrshire in the Liberal interest, is the son of Mr, 
Peter Rigby Wason, barrister, and was born in 1846. He was educated at 
Rugby, and he was formerly scholar of Wadham College, Oxford. He 
was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in 1870, and he formerly practised 
on the Northern Circuit. He afterwards withdrew from the bar, and he 
was admitted a solicitor in 1876. Mr. Wason is a magistrate for Ayr- 
ehire. 


Mr. Henry Peyton Cons, solicitor, of 53, Lincoln's-inn-fields, who has 
been elected M.P. for the South-Eastern Division of Warwickshire in the 
Liberal interest, is the youngest son of Mr. Timothy Rhodes Cobb, of 
Banbury, and was born in 1835. He was educated at University College, 
London, and he graduated B.A. at the University of London in 1856. He 
was admitted a solicitor in 1866. 


Mr. Cuartes Hatt, Q.C0., who has been elected M.P. for the Western 
Division of Cambridgeshire in the Conservative interest, is the second son 
of Vice-Chancellor Sir Charles Hall, and was born in 1843. He was 
educated at Harrow and at Trinity College, Cambridge, and he was called 
to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Michaelmas Term, 1866, but he after- 
wards migrated to the Middle Temple. Mr. Hall is a member of the 
South-Eastern Circuit. He was appointed Attorney-General to the 
Prince of Wales in 1877, and he became a Queen’s Counsel in 1881. He 
is a bencher of the Middle Temple. 


Mr. Epwarp Hare Pickerscit1, who has been elected M.P. for the 
South-Western Division of the Pusoug of Bethnal Green in the Liberal 
interest, is the youngest son of Mr. Thomas Pickersgill, of York, and 
was born in 1850. He was educated at York Grammar School, and he 
graduated B.A. at the University of London in 1872. He was called to 
the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in November, 1884. He was till recently a 
clerk in the Savings Bank Department of the Post Office. 


Mr. Ronert Bannatyne Frytay, Q.C., who has been elected M.P. for 
the Inverness Boroughs in the Liberal interest, is the son of Mr. William 
Finlay. He was educated at the Edinburgh Academy and at the University 
of Edinburgh, where he proceeded to the degree of M.D. He was called to 
the bar at the Middle Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1867, when he obtained 
an open studentship. Mr. Finlay is a member of the South-Eastern Cir- 
cuit. He became a Queen’s Counsel in 1882, and he is a bencher of 
the Middle Temple. 


Mr. Axruvr Antuonx Baumann, barrister, who has been elected M.P. 
for the Peckham Division of the Borough of Camberwell in the Conservative 
interest, is the second son of Mr. William Baumann, and was born in 
1856. He was educated at Wellington College, and at Balliol College, 
Oxford, where he graduated second glass in Classics in 1878. He was 
called to the bar at the Inner Temple in June, 1881. 


Mr. WitiiaMm Furepentck Lawrence, barrister, who has been elected 
M.P. for the Abercrombie Division of the Borough of Liverpool in the 
Conservative interest, is the son of the Rev. Charles Lawrence, and was 
born in 1844. He was educated at Eton and at Christ Church, Oxford. 
He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Easter Term, 1871, and he 
formerly practised in the Court of Chancery. 

Mr. Groner Witi1am Laruam, barrister, who has been elected M.P. for 
the Crewe Division of Cheshire in the Liberal interest, is the eldest son of 
Mr, John Latham, of Bradwall Hall, Cheshire, He was born in 1827, and 
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Mr. Cuantgs Gsrogcze Murs Gasket, barrister, who has been 
elected M.P. for the Morley Division of the West Riding of Yorkshire in 
the Liberal interest, is the eldest son of Mr. James Milnes Gaskell, of 
Thornes House, Yorkshire, and was born in 1842. He was educated at 
Eton, and at Trinity college, Cambridge, where he uated in the 
third class of the Classical Tripos, 1865. He was called to the bar at the 
Inner Temple in Easter Term, 1866, and he was formerly a member of the 
Midiend Circuit. Mr. Gaskell is a magistrate and deputy-lieutenant for 
the West Riding of Yorkshire. ’ 


Mr. Francis Sarr Powstt, barrister, who has been elected M.P. for 
the Borough of Wigan in the Conservative interest, is the eldest son of the 
Rev. Benjamin Powell, of Wigan, and was born in 1828. He was formerly 
fellow of St. John’s College, Cambridge, where he graduated in the second 
class of the Classical Tripos, and also as a senior optime in 1850, and he 
was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in aster Term, 1853, and he 
formerly practised on the Northern Circuit. Mr. Powell is a magistrate 
and deputy -Hentenant for the West Riding of Yorkshire. He was M.P. 
for Wigan in the Conservative interest from 1857 till 1859, for Cambridge 
from 1863 till 1868, and for the Northern Division of the West Riding of 
Yorkshire from 1872 till 1874. In 1881 he was again returned for Wigan, 
but he was unseated on a petition. 


Mr. Hersert Cozens-Harpy, Q.C., who has been elected M.P. for the 
Northern Division of the County of Norfolk in the Liberal interest, is the 
second son of Mr. William Cozens-Hardy, of Letheringsett Hall, Norfolk, 
and was born in 1838. He was educa at University College, London, 
and he graduated at the University of London, B.A. in 1858, and LL.B. 
in 1863. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Easter Term, 
1862, having in the previous November obtained an open studentship. 
He became a Queen’s Counsel in 1882, and he practises in the court of 
Mr, Justice Pearson. Mr. Hardy is a bencher of Lincoln’s-inn. 


Mr, Donatp Crawrorp, advocate, who has been elected M.P. for the 
North-eastern Division of Lanarkshire in the Liberal interest, is the son of 
Mr. Alexander Crawford, of Aros, Argyllshire, and was born in 1837. 
He was educated at the prep oe Academy, and at Balliol College, Ox- 
ford, where he graduated second class in Classics in 1860, and he was after- 
wards elected fellow of Lincoln College. He was called to the bar in 
Scotland in 1862. Mr. Crawford was!private secretary to the late Lord 
Advocate of Scotland. 


Mr. Wi114Mm Hayes Fisuer, barrister, who has been elected M.P. for 
the agg of Fulham in the Conservative interest, is the eldest son of 
the Rev. Frederick Fisher, rector of Downham, Cambridgeshire, and was 
born in 1873. He was educated at Haileybury College, and at University 
College, Oxford, where he uated second class m Jurisprudence in 
1876. He was called to the at the Inner Temple in January, 1879, 
and he is a member of the Oxford Circuit. 


Mr. Cuartes Crompton, Q.0., who has been elected M.P. for the Leek 
Division of Staffordshire in the Liberal interest, is the eldest son of the 
late Mr. Justice Crompton, and was born in 1833. He was educated at 
University College School, and he was formerly fellow of Trinity College, 
Cambridge, where he graduated as fourth wrangler in 1855. He practised 
for a short time as a special pleader, and he was called to the bar at the 
Inner ony ke i Term, 1864. Mr. Crompton is a member of the 
Northern Circuit. He acted in 1880 as a commissioner to inquire into 
corrupt practices in the borough of Knaresborough, and he ea 
Queen’s Counsel in 1882. 


Mr. Rozert Nosron, barrister, who has been elected M.P. for the 
Tunbridge Division of the County of Kent in the Conservative interest, is 
the second son of Mr. William Norton, and was born in 1838. He was 
for many years a clerk in the War Office. He was called to the bar 
at the Middle Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1865. 


Mr. Joszru Howarp, barrister, who has been elected M.P. for the 
Tottenham Division of the County of Middlesex in the Conservative 
interest, is the second son of Mr. John Elliott Howard, of Tottenham, 
and was born in 1834. He graduated B.A. at the University of London 
in 1853, and he was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in}Michaelmas 
Term, 1856. Mr. Howard formerly practised in the Court of Chancery. 
He is a magistrate for the county of Middlesex. 








On Wednesday Mr. Baron Huddleston renewed the complaints which 
he has had occasion to make frequently during the last few days of the 
draughts in Court VI. Last weék the learned Baron had, as he said, 
suffered from them so much as to have been unable for a couple of days to 
leave his house. The court had to be adjourned into Mr. Baron Huddl ‘s 
private room, but it haying been subsequently ascertained that Court ITT. 
was vacant, the business of Court VI. was transferred there. On taking 
cs oe Mr. a beth piaa oie a it was ——— that, while 

e sums of mone n pai © purpose of erecting a proper 
place as a temple of | ehist to, many Yeapeots it was singularity 
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from the utter disregard of the comfort and want 


OBITUARY. 


MR. WILLIAM SYKES WARD. 


Mr. William Sykes Ward, solicitor, died at Leeds, on the 30th ult., at 
the age of seventy-two. Mr. Ward was born in 1813. He was ‘admitted 
a solicitor in 1838, and he was one of the oldest members of the legal 

rofession at Leeds. He was a perpetual commissioner for the West 
Riding of Yorkshire, and he had an extensive private practice. He was, 
at the time of his death, associated in partnership with his sons, Mr. 
William Ward, who holds the office of borough prosecutor at Leeds, and 
Mr. Edmund Ward. Mr. Ward had for many years devoted all his 
leisure time to scientific ene He was one of the most active 


supporters of the Leeds Philosophical and Literary Society, and he was a 
member of the Royal Chemical Society. His death is universally 
lamen 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


At the usual weekly meeting, held at the Law Institution, Chancery- 
lane, on Tuesday, the 15th inst., Mr. E. G. Spiers in the chair, the ques- 
tion for debate was ‘‘ Whether a condition in a life policy, that it shall 
become void if the assured commit suicide, covers a case of suicide 
committed during temporary i ity?’ The debate was opened in the 
affirmative by Mr. Biden and Mr. Windus, and negatived by Mr. Elmslie. 
Messrs. Douglas, McNab, and Chillcott also spoke in the affirmative. The 
opener having replied, and the chairman having summed up, the question 
was decided in the affirmative by a large majority. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The last ordinary meeting of this society for this year was a successful 
one. The minutes Ean F of a resolution haved | at the last meeting 
on the motion of Mr. A. Ramsdale, seconded by Mr. Yates, ‘That 
this society wishes to express its hearty congratulations to those of its 
vice-presidents and members who have recently been returned to Parlia- 
ment.”” The society proceeded to discuss a motion, ‘‘ That the Disestab- 
lishment of the Church would be an act of national apostasy.” Mr. 
T. Mott-Whitehouse, B.A., upheld the motion, which was —— by 
Mr. Munday, Rev. Eustace Havergal, M.A., Mr. Gratton, and Mr. Edgar 
Ramsdale, and opposed by Mr. Ernest Eiloart, Mr. F. B. Moyle, B.A., 
and Mr. W. S. Shirley, M.P. Great interest being shown in the 
discussion, and there being many more speakers, the debate was 
adjourned to the 14th of January. The following is a list of the vice- 

residents and members of this society who have been returned to Parliament 
Solar the recent elections :—Vice-presidents, Edward Clarke, Qc, 
G. B. Gregory, Chas. E. Lewis, F. Lockwood, Q.C., and Serjeant Simon. 
Members, Right Hon. C. B. Stuart Wortley, Messrs. Conybeare, 
Pickersgill, and W, 8. Shirley. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE, CHANCERY DIVISION. 
“ Curistmas Vacatron. 2 
There will be no sitting in court during the Christmas Vacation, but 
during the vacation all applications which require to be immediately 
or promptly heard are to to the Hon. Mr. Justice Mathew. In 
of counsel is to be sent to the j by 


in support of the application, and 
paper, signed by counsel, 
entitled to, and an en oe. 
fame Rene Cham) Royal Coote of Justice.” *. plica 
an Registrars’ bers, . a - 
tion for’ tnjupotions, in addition to the above, a copy of the wei tal a 
certificate of writ issued must also be sent. The s sent to the judge 
will be returned to the registrar. The address e judge for the time 
being onting ao Yorn SS in the Chancery Division can be obtained 
on application to the Chancery Registrars’ . 
Courts of Justice. The chambers of Mr. Justice Chitty will be open on 
the 24th, 29th, and 30th of December, and the Ist, Sth, and 6th of 
January, from 11 to 1 o'clock. 

Mr. Justice Mathew and Mr. Justice A. L. Smith will be the Christmas 
Vacation judges, one of whom will be in attendance at Judges’ Chambers, 
Royal Courts of Justice, on Wednesday, December 23; Monday, 
December 28; Th , December 81; and Saturday, January 2; 
Tuesday, January 5; , January 7; and Saturday, January 9. 





Mr. Lewis Appleton, in a letter to the 
t elected 


Times says that among the 663 
to Parliament, there are 


110 barristers in or 





ent—in 
were to 
of propte ventilation, and proper provision against draughts. 


members at 
out of practice, and 23 eolicitors in of out of practice. 
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LFGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Lord Justice Lorzs has been sworn in as a Member of the Privy Council. 


Mr. Epwarp Movrant, formerly judge of the Royal Court of Jersey, 
has been appointed Receiver of Crown Revenues for the Island of Jersey. 


Mr. Henry Letanp Ketty, solicitor (of the firm of Keiley & Lloyd), 
of Dublin, has been elected President of the Irish Incorporated Law 
Society for the ensuing year. Mr. Keily was admitted a solicitor in 
Ireland in 1852. 


The Right Hon. Sreruzn Wovtre Fianacan, late judge of the Landed 
Estates Court in Ireland, who has been sworn in as a Member of the Privy 
Council in England, is the son of Mr. Terence Flanagan, of Drumdoe, 
Roscommon, and was born in 1817. He was educated at Trinity College, 
Dublin, and he was called to the bar in Ireland in 1838. Mr. Flanagan 
became a Queen’s Counsel in 1859, and a judge of the Landed Estates 
mag ean He was sworn in as a member of the Irish Privy Council 
in a 


Mr. H. H. Ricuarpson, solicitor, of No. 2, Broad-street-buildings, 
London, has been appointed a’ Commissioner to administer Oaths in the 
Sa e Court of Judicature. Mr. Richardson was admitted in February, 
1879, having in the previous month at the Law Society’s Final Examina- 
tion been awarded the Clement’s-inn Prize. 


Mr. H. Kissey, solicitor, of No. 106, Cheapside, London, has been 
9 ned a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of 
icature. 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 





APPEAL COURT APPEAL COURT is Mr. Justice 
Date. No. 1. No. 2. V. C. Bacon. Kay. 
Mon., Dec. 21 Mr. Leach Mr. Beal Mr. Ward Mr. Lavie 
Tuesday ae Beal Leach Pemberton Pugh 
Wed.......... 23 King Beal Ward Lavie 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
CHITTY. NORTH. PEARSON. 
Monday, Dec.........+..... 21. Mr. Farrer Mr. Koe Mr. Jackson 
Tuesday ......... ~ 2 ing Clowes Carrington 
Wednesday . viades Farrer Koe Jackson 


The Christmas Vacation will commence on Thursday, the 2ith day of Decem- 
ber, and terminate on Wednesday, the 6th day of January, 1886, both days in- 
clusive. 








COMPANIES 


WINDING-UP NOTICES, 
Joint Stock COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

CiLaytTox Mitt MANUFACTURING CoMPANY, LimITED.—Creditors are required. on 
or before Jan 18, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Mr Joshua Rawlinson, Burnley. Thursday, Jar 28 at 12, is 
appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

EwspouirnHic Company, LimiTep.—Petition for winding up, presented Dec 9, 
directed to be heard before Chitty, J., on Saturday, Dec 19. Van Sandau and 
Co, King st, Cheapside, solicitors for the petitioner 

GRAHAMSTOWN AND PorT ALFRED Rattway Company, LiwITED.—Petition for 
winding up, presented Dec 10, directed to be heard before Chitty, J., on Dec 19. 
Ashurst and Co, Old Jewry, solicitors for the petitioner 

N SYNDICATE, LimITED.—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 

6, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 

c to John Edey, 10, St Swithin’s lane. Monday, Jan 18 at 12, is appointed 
for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Hamptox Court Steam LauUnpry, Company, Luaitep.—Chitty, J., has fixed 
Monday, Dec 21 at 12, at his chambers, for the appointment of an official liqui- 


LoEpos ASD PRovinctaL LAND AssociaTiIon, LimITED.—Petition for winding up, 
ted Dec 10, directed to be heard before Kay, J., on Saturday, Dec 19. 
Srowther, Chancery lane, solicitor for the petitioner 
Umios Piste Grass Insurance Company, Luuirep.—Kay, J., has, by an order 
dated Nov 2, appointed Frederick Bertram Smart, 22, Queen st, to be official 


Hquidator 
Yeratyyena Company, Limitep.—Petition for winding up. prgpented Dec 9, 
directed to be heard before Kay, J.,on Dec 19. Davidson and Morriss, Queen 
Victoria st, solicitors for the petitioner 
‘ Gazette, Dec. 11.) 


A¥G10-ROUMABIAN PEESERVED MEAT AND Propuce Company, LimiITRKD.—By an 
order made by Bacon, V.C., dated Dec 5, it was ordered that the volunta 
winding up of the company be continued. Gabriel, Lincoln’s inn fields, solici- 
tor for the petitioner 

Shows Borrty Wonks Company, Limiren.—By an order made b: 
Bacon, V.C., dated Dec 5, it was ordered that the gempeny be wound up. Val- 
lance and Vallance, Essex st, agents for Murly and Sons, Bristol, solicitors for 





tioner 

Tre Company, Limite —Pearson, J., has, by an order dated Dec 9, 
Henry John Leslie, 4, Coleman #t, to be official liquidator. Creditors 
are required, on or before Jan ®, to send their names and addresses, and the 
particulars of their debts or claims, to the above. Monday, Feb 1 at 1, is ap- 

and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

TDRO-CARBOS SYNDICATE, LamiteD.--By an order made by Chitty, J., dated 
Dec 5, it wae ordered that the voluntary winding up of the syndicate be con- 
timed. Tibbitts 


Galery 


, = 





————— 

HYGIENIC HEATING anD LicuTING Company, LimITED.—Chitty, J., has, by an 
order dated Oct 28, appointed James Boyes, 42, Poultry, official liquidator, 
Creditors are required, on or before Jan 11, to send their names and dresses, 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, to the above. Thursday, Jan 14 at 
12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Otto Company, Lim1TED.—By an order made by Bacon, V.C., dated Dec 5. it wag 
ordered that the company wound up. Tibbitts and Son, Field ct, Gray's 
inn, solicitors for the petitioner 

[ Gazette, Dec. 15.) 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

WORKINGTON BONDED WAREHOUSE AND CARRYING COMPANY.—Creditors are re. 
quired, on or before Jan 7, to send their names and addresses, and the particn. 
lars of their debts and claims, to William Deighton, Workington. Monday, 

Jan 18 at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and 


¢ 
[ Gazette, Dec. 15,] 
CouNnTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

HIGHBRAKE SPINNING AND MANUFACTURING COMPANY, LIMITED.—Creditors are 
required, on or before Jan 15, to send their names and addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to Joshua Rawlinson, Nicholas st, Burnley, 
Th y, Jan 28 at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the 
debts and claims 


[ Gazette, Dec. 11.) 
FRIENDLY SOcIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Om FRIENDLY Socrery, Red Cow Inn, Dudley st, Wolverhampton, Staffor’, 


ec 
WONDER OF THE VALLEY FRIENDLY SoOcIETY, Malt Shovel Inn, Darton, Barnsley, 
York. Dec 10 
[ Gazette, Dec. 15.) 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP 36. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 


ALPE, JOHN PRETHEROE, Freshwater, Isle of Wight, Merchant. Jani2. Parker 
and Co, St Michael’s alley, Cornhill 
Bain, ALEXANDER, Liverpool, Veterinary Surgeon. Dec 31. MecGowen, Liver- 


pool 

Coors, THomas, Shousley Grounds, nr Towcester, Northampton, Farmer. Dec 
31, Negus, Lincolns inn fields i 

DEwE, Rev. SAMUEL, Kingsdown, nr Farningham, Kent. Jani6. Marchant and 
Benwell, George yard, Lombar 

Doss. ee ALBERT, Newport, Isle of Wight, Coal Merchant. Dec 31. Fraser, 

oorgate 8 

FLOWER. MATTHEW, Norfolk crsnt, Hyde pk, Esq. Janié. Flower and Nussey, 
Great Winchester st 

GRIgVE, JOHN, Shepherd’s Bush Green, Esq. Jani. Vanderpump, Gray’s 
inn sq 

HALL, ARTHUR, Craven hill gardens, Hyde pk Esq. Jans. Gosling and Oo, 
Spring gardens 

JoHNson, Davip, Newark upon Trent, Auctioneer. March 1. Pratt and Hodg- 
kinsons, Newark upon Trent 

LEITE, ANNA CARLOTTA DE SA, Pena, Lisbon, Portugal. March 1. Crosse and 
Sons, Lancaster pl, Strand 

Lupton, ELizapeTH, Armley, York. Add n, and Kaye, Leeds 

MADELEY, FREDERICK, Glynde terrace, Wandsworth, Esq. Jani5. Aldridge, 
Montague pl 

—— CHRISTIANA, Sunderland, Durham. Jan6. Moore and Co, Sunder- 
an 

Morris, RicHarp, Ensham, Oxford, Plumber. Dec 31. Watkins, Reading 

PAYNE, FREDERICK, Bloomsbury sq, Wine Merchant. Feb 1. Cronin, South- 
ampton st, Bloomsbury 

PEarse, GEORGE, Hatherley, nr Cheltenham, Esq. Jan5, Parker and Co, St 
Michael’s alley, Cornhill 

WILLIAM, South Wheatley, Nottingham, Farmer. Jan 14. Mee and 

Co, East Retford 

~_—m CHARLOTTE, Woodford, Essex. Jan 7. Stacpoole and Son, Old 
r st 

ar * fama Jonas, Huddersfield, Butcher. Jani. Learoyd and Piercy, Hudders- 

tield 

Samways, Joun. Evershot Station, Dorset, Brick Manufacturer, 

Baskett and Son, Evershot 

SEDDON, JAMES, Bolton, Coal Agent, Dec. 15. Wilson, Wigan. 

TAYLOR, CHARLES JOHN HENRY, Clement’s inn, Strand, Solicitor. Dec 31. 

Armstrong, Chancery lane 

Woopwakp, ALFRED, Nelson sq, Blackfriars, Ship Chandler. Jan30. Champion 

and Co, Ironmonger lane 

[ Gazette, Dec. 4.]} 


ALLEN, Emma, Shefford, Bedfordshire. Feb1. Wade Gery, Shefford 

Barkow, SAMUEL, Gresham st, Chartered Accountant. Jan 16. Munns and 

Longden, Old Jewry 

BEECROFT, JOHN, Bradford, York, Timber Merchant. Feb 1. Watson and 

Dickons. Bradford 

Casein, SaraH Hannan, Larkfield, nr Maidstone, Kent. Jan 9. Prall, 
ochester 

CHEES“# WRIGHT, MARY, Manchester st, St Marylebone. Feb9. Warner, Quality 

ct, Chancery lane 

Cocmza. J ome ReaD, Aldreth, Haddenham, Isle of Ely, Farmer. Jan9, Archer 

and Son, Ely 

. eae, Long Ditton, Surrey, Esg. Dec 31. Dimond and Son, 

mpole s' 

DARLEY, EpitH Mary, Folkestone, Kent. Jan4. Wilde and Co, College hill 

EVERSHED, MAURICE, Billingshurst, 8 x, Corn Merchant. Jans, Medwin 

and Co, Horsham, 

FRENCH, JOHN FREDERICK, Lee, Kent, Chartered Accountant. Jan10, Miller 

and Co, Salters’ Hall ct 

Gippins, JULE IstporE Henry, Rossendale Lodge, West Dulwich, Gent. Dec 

30. Stevens and Co, St Mildred’s ct, Poultr 

Gi, George, Liverpool,Surgeon. Jan 8, icliffe and Smith, Liverpool 

HARLOWE. STEPHEN HARLOWE, Newton Abbott, Devon, Esq. Jan 21. Ford 

Tucker, Manchester 

Hi114, THOMAS, Bandgate, Kent. Jan15. Stilwell, Dover 

Horner, WILLIAM FREDERICK, Nottingham, Gent. Jan 31. Richards, Not- 


ti 
Kiekperpr, Henny, Leeds, Leather Seller. Jan12. Lumb and Bailey, Lecds 
KNAPP, JAMES, Redwick, Monmouth, Farmer. Jan 5. Gardner, Newport 
LAYCOCK, Kicntarp, Winlaton, Dur! . . Dec3i. Mee and Co, Retford 
Lopprr, Joun, Kingston on » Gent. Jan7. Maude, Arundel st, Vic- 
toria Embankment 

Lovgonovs, Sanau, Brighton. Dec 2. Grover and Humphreys, King’s Bench 
w 





Jan il, 











and Son, Field ct, Gray’s inn, svlicitors for the petitioner 


, Temple 
Loy, Jouy, Bhetield, Ivory Turner, Jan9, Vickers and Co, Sheffield. 
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ee Copeman Harriett, Park hill, Clapham. March 1. Hallowes and 
Co, Bedfo 
ual. , Brighton, Laundryman. Jan 12. Chalk, Brighton 
ew icisake 3 Henny, Le Lever st, St Lukes, Oilman. ee Rogers, Wilson 
st, Finsb ury 


Mupex, RicHarD RospEw, Brockenhurst, Hants, Esq. Jan 4. Grover and 
Humphreys, King’s Bench Walk, Templ 
THOMAS , Stockton on Tees, Ealiway Goods Manager, Dec 28, Wat- 
— Oo, Stockton on Tees 


perTaFO WILLIAM, Tokenhouse yard, Stock Broker. Feb 1. Dean and 
Taylor, *ipneobald’ d’s rd 
PIERSON, THO Hitchin, Hertford, Gent. Dec 31. Hawkins 
& Co, 


poms GorHAM, 
ite! 
PLATTS, Some SY aaAM, Huddersfield, Innkeeper. Jan20. Ramsden and Co, 
ddersfie! 
oe, JAMES JOSEPH Lawson, Durban. Natal, Commander in the Royal Navy. 
Jan io. Curtis Leman. Lincoln’s inn Fields Lp gee 
an 


gyiTH, JAMES JOHN, Albion rd, Stoke Newington, Gent. Jan 10. 
Son, Wilmington . = 
TICKLE, ELIZABETH, tley, Chester. Feb9. Ashton and Woods, Warrington 
WACE, —— Brighton. Jan 4. Grover and Humphreys, King’s Bench 
Walk, Temple 
WALKER, EDMUND, Leadenhall st, Patent Windlass Manufacturer. Feb 3. 
Stocken and Jupp, Lime st 
Warp, ROBERT SYKES, Summerley Fiat, nr Dronfield, Derby, Gent. Jan. 11. 
Wightman and Nicholson, Sheffiel 
WsESTHORP, THEOPHILUS, East india Dock rd, Poplar, Ship Owner. Jan 13. 
Fen ct, Fenchurch st 
Woneax am, ¥ HENRY, Shefford, Bedfordshire, Hotel Keeper. Feb 1. Wade Gery, 
Bhefford 
(Gazette, Dec. 8,} 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Under the ae Act, 1869. 
Frimay, Dee. 11, 1 
Turner, Thomas Joseph, Poland st, Oxtord st, Tailor. Nov 26 
THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1888. 
Frmay, Dec, 11, 1885. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Anson, Frederick, Aomingien, Lancashire, Sadler. Blackburn. Pet Dec7. Ord 
Dec 7. 


Exam Dec 22 at 11. 
anil, eal. John, and Ellen ‘Astill, Nottingham, Joiners. Nottingham. Pet Dec 9. 
Liverpool. Pet 


ec 9. Exam Jan 19 
Auewell, asthe, Liverpool, Aerated Water Manufacturer. 

Nov 20. Ord Dec8. Exam Dec 21 at 12 at Court house, Government bldgs, 
Victoria st, Liverpool 


- , Henry, aeceneeen, Lancashire, Fruiterer. Blackburn. Pet Dec8. Ord 
ec 29 at 11 
Barber James, Birmingham, Baker, Birmingham. Pet Dec 9. Ord Dec 9 
Exam Jan 8 at 2 


Barne, William Charles, William st, Lambeth, Retired Officer. + ae Court. 
Pet Oct 19. Ord Dec8. Exam Jan 27 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Bear, Thomas, Denmark st, Cable st, Bethnal green rd, Cigar Temufectarer. 
on Court. Pet Noviz7. Ord Dec 17, Exam Jan 20 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s 
inn fields 
Berry, vue, Preston, Lancashire, Draper. Preston. Pet Dec9. Ord Dec 9. 
sam Jan 1 
Booth, William Bruce, and John Booth, Bolton, Lancashire, Watchmakers. 
Preston. Pet Dec9. Ord Dec9. Exam Jan 15 
Bowen, David, Porth, Stans, Grocer. Pontypridd. Pet Dec 8. Ord 
e8, Exam Dec 29 at 2 
Suction, ——. Rao. Yorks, Innkeeper. Bradford. Pet Dec 7. Ord Dec 
xam Dec 22 
Burbridge, Samuel, Blomfield st, Architect. High Court. Pet Nov 17. Exam 
Jan 20 at 11.30 at a Lincoln’s inn fields 
Charlwood, George, Abbey st, Bermondsey, out of business. High Court. Pet 
Dec8. Ord Dec 8. Exam Jan 20 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fiel 
Colls, Samuel Reeve, Harleston, Norfolk, Grocer. Ipswich. Pet Dec 7. Ord 
Dec 8. Exam Dec 17 at 11 
Cooke, Joseph, St. John’s Wood ter, St. John’s Wood, of no occupation. High 
Court. Pet Nov 24. Ord Dec 8. Exam J Jan 27 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Orowley, op, Oe » Sentiey, Warwickshire, Grocer. Warwick. Pet Dec 8. Ord 
xam 
Dunn, Elisha Leads Tranmere, Tailor. Birkenhead. Pet Dec7. Ord Dec7. 
xam Dec 16 
Fielden, Joshua, Rawtevstall, Lancashire, Grocer. Blackburn. Pet Dec7. Ord 
Dec 8. Exam Dec 22 at 11.30 
Fletcher, John Gordan, Stockton on Tees, Tailor. Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
borough. Pet Dec7. Ord Dec7. Exam Dec 16 
Fox, artes. £ Gwe £ Edgware rd, Omnibus Proprietor. High Court. Pet Nov 
18. Ord Dec9. Exam Jan 29 at 11 at _ Lincoln's inn fields 
Frost, John, East Ham, Essex, Floris: Court. Pet Dec 8. Ord Dec 8. 
Exam Jan 22 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s a fields 
Gill, Wiliam Frederick, Leeds, Boot Manafnovarer. Leeds. Pet Dec 8 Ord 
Dec8, Exam Jan 5 at li 
Coeduen, 7 = en Hardware Dealer. Salford. Pet Dec 8. Ord Dec 


Exam 
Go . ohn, Birmingham, Silversmith. Birmingham. Pet Dec7. Ord Dec 7. 
Xam Jan 5 at 2 

Gregson, Alfred, Old Mill lane, meena, Fellmonger’s Foreman. Barnsley. Pet 
Dec 5.’ Ord Dec 8, Exam Jan 

Hall, Geor; , Cresselly, nr Pembroke, Grocer. Pembroke Dock. Pet Dec 7. Ord 
Dec8, Exam Dec 18 at 11,3 

Hammer Saeuaas, Bickley, Kent, Farmer. Croydon. Pet Sept 30. Ord Dee 4. 


—~y 
Alban Booth Bournemouth, Lodging house Keeper, Poole. Pet Dec 7. 
Ord Ord Deo 7. Exam Jan 13 at 1 
arrison, Thomas, Brighouse, ¥ orks, Cabinet Maker. Huddersfield. Pet Dee 8. 
Ord Dec 8, Exam Dec 19 at 
ieee, falph, Linoey, Bradford, Cooper. Bradford. Pet Dec 8. Ord Dee 8. 
Hirt, William, Leeds, Boatman. Leeds. Pet Dec?. Ord Deo?. Exam Jan 5 
Semen William, Porchester rd, Bayswater, Gasfitter. High Court. Pet Dec 8. 
Urd Dec 8. Exam Jan 22 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln's inn fleids 


Kay. George, Cornhill, Ship Broker, High Court. Pet Deo 7. Ord Dec 7. Exam 
ao 29 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn flelds 





King, Frederick, Northumberland pk, Tottenh late Auocti Clerk. 
= mamnen. Pet Nov 4. Ord Dec 8. con Jan 12 at 1 at Court otk, Ed- 
on 


Leach, J. R,, West Bournemouth, Jeweller, Poole. Pet Nov 2. Ord Deo 8. 


Exam Jan 13 at 12.90 at Townhall, Poole 





1, ond Dee Py Lisgbatersteer, Centiganshire, Farmar. Aberystwith. Pet Dec 

Dees, Batley Yorks out of business. Dewsbury, Pet Dec & Ord 

— 6, Exam Deo 39 Mourning Outfitter. Manchester. Pet Dec 
Ord Dec 9. 


chester, General 
Exam Jan 14 at 1.30 
Mie, Jaines William, Birminghan, Police Constable. Birmingham. Pet Dec 7. 


Jan 6 
Milward, George, Lechlade, Gloucestershire, Esquire. Swindon. Pet Dec 5. 
Mest =. oof Gatien, Nota Contractor. N Pet 
oO Nottinghamshire, ottinghamshire. 
img Nor ag Exam Jon 19 


Newton, Geo Aitred, Kingston w Hull, Tailors’ Salesman. Kingston 
en. ull, “Bet Deo 4. Dec 9. Exam Dec 21 at 2, at Court house, 


Townhall wnhall 
Panter. Petes d James Robert Powdi Little Queen st, High Holborn, 
Builders ve Pet Dec 9. Ord 9. Exam Jan 28 at 11, at 34, 


Lincoln’s inn 
tt, G 7 and Charies St. John’s square, Drysalters. 
"High ‘Court Pet Dee’. Ord Dec7. Exam Jan 28 at 11, at 34, Lincoln’s inn 
Price + Gloucester, Wine Merchant. Gloucester. Pet Dec7. Ord Dec7. 


Exam Jan 12 
a Samuel, Jenaters, Bedfordshire, Carpenter. Bedford. Pet Dec 7. Ord 


Exam 30 
Taylor, jan ae Leeds, Cloth Finisher, Leeds. Pet Nov 27. Ord Deo7. 
an Sat 1 
Topping, Charles Henry, Blackburn, Mechanic. Blackburn. Pet Dec 8. Ord Dec 
8, ny Dec 


29 at 11.30 
vid, Llandaff, Glam., Commission Agent. Cardiff. Pet Dec4. Ord 


ie — 
Exam Jan 14 at 2 

Williaans, omas, harran, Glam., Farmer. Cardiff. Pet Dec 4. Ord Dec 4. 
Exam Jan 14 at 2 

Williams, William . Sm. lam., Commercial Traveller. Cardiff. Pet Dec 

4. Exam an 14 @ 
Wright, George, and William ding, Lowestoft, Suffolk, Fish Merchants. 
Great Yarmouth. Pet Dec4. Ord Dec4. Exam Jan 11 at 2.30, at Townhall, 


Great Yarmouth 
—_ David Alfred, Elm 


First MEETINGS. 
court, Temple, Barrister at Law. Dec 23 at 2. Bank- 
st, Lincoln’s inn fields 


bl Po 

Alita, obert Fox, ye, Kent, Grazier. Dec 18 at 9.30. 32, St George’s st, 

ason, ny Heer Agutogtion, Sameeiiaon, Sadler. Dec 21 at 3. Commercial 
0 lack! 

: Barrell, Frederick, Benjamin oneter rd, Cabdriver. Dec 21 at 12. 33, Carey 
st, 

Boyce, John Ra: and. ae Limehouse, Timber Merchant. Dec 23 at 11. 
etsuste bls, P at oR Lincoln’s inn fields 

Bradberry, Huddlestone rd, Tufnell pk, Cheesemonger. Dec 18 at 11. 
33, Carey st, coln’s 


gE 





ue 
a} 
e 





Buckton, ym 5 ro. ‘vets, Innkeeper. Dec 18 at 10.30. Official Receiver, 
$1, Manor row, Bradford 
Crofts, J John, Hargete, Bootmaker. Dec 18 at 10. 32. St. George’s st, Canter- 
crows, George, Grinsdale, Yorks, Farmer. Deci8 ati. Black Lion Hotel, High 
st. Bridlington e 
Dalton, Thomas Wells, Leeds, Milliner. Dec 21 at 3. Official Receiver, St 
Andrew's chbrs, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Dyseen, Rowin, © Stamford, Lincolnshire, Baker. Dec 28 at 1. Stamford Hotel, 
tamfo' 
Dean, Maria L., Charlotte sq, Artist, Spinster. Dec 18 atil. Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, ae =f st, ins 7h fields 
— George Murdoch, "aldermanbury. Dee 23 at 12. 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s 
Dunn, Elisha Samuel, Tranmere, Tailor. Dec 23 at 2. Official Receiver, 48, 
Hamilton sq. Birkenhead 
Gookin "st Neewich Kelling, Norfolk, Publican. Dec 19 at 1. Official Receiver, 8, 
ng orwich 
Goodwin, John, Cheetham, M: ap Dealer. Dec 23 at 2.90. Offi- 
cial Receiver, Ogden’s chbrs. B Baines Manchester 
Harlow, Percy Jonathan Sturges, wit an out of business. Dec 18 at 11.15. 
County Court, Chelte: 
Alban Booth, Bournemouth, Lodging House Keeper. Dec 2t at 1.15. 
Official Sjeostver, Salisbury 
Yorks, Cabinet Maker. Dec 22 at 8. Incorporated 
Law Society, Tuperial a wy rd New st, Hudderstield, Yorkshire 
Heap, cap, Henry. Accrington ane a ae Printer. Dec 19 at 3.90. Official 
en 
Heows, “Ralph Li Einey, Bret Bae Be Dec 18 at 11. Official Receiver, 31, 
anor eye 
Hirst, W: 4 Boatman. Dec 18 at 12. Official Receiver, St Andrew's 
chb Ry Park row, Leeds 
Hoctaday, Ereak & Stanford, Hartlepool, Durham, Accountant. Dec 21 at 3.45. 
.v) Hartle 
Hpkeots, James Augustus, Fenchurch st, Commission Agent. Dec 21 at 2. 
es Heobert, Portugal st Lincoln s inn fields 
Hughes, Hobe t, Ramsgate, Furniture Dealer. Deo 18 at 1. 32, St George's 
8 Janterbu 
King, Baweed, ‘Clapham rd, 2d, Sime Merchant. Dec 21 at 12. Bankruptcy bdgs, 
0) . Lincoln’s 
: amet, Manchester tor Mourning Qutdtter Jan 7 at 11.30. Official Re- 
ceiver, en’s st, Manchester 
MacGill, Andrew, St Leonand’ "s a Bromley by Bow, Doctor of Medicine. Dee 
23 at 11. re st, Lincoln's 
Marriner, William *ryler, aed td Pa Islington, Commercial Traveller. Dec 
18 at 12. ——w bdgs, my? inn fields 
Marshall, Louisa, Hove, Sussex, , Boaneng Se ouse Keeper. Dec 1S at 12. Official 
Receiver, 39, Bond st. Brighto 
Muir, George Horace, Yobeshouse yor’, Stockbroker. Dec 23 at 12. Bankruptey 
bdgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Nowton, George Alfred, Kingston upon Hull, Tailor’s Salesman. Dec 2 at 11. 
Hull Incorporated Law S ty. Lincoln’s inn bdgs, Bowlalley lane, Hull 
Pos, Ky ea Hart st, Mark lane, Corn Factor. Dec Matti. 33, Carey st, 
nevoln’s inn 
Pigott, Frederick Charles, Shakespeare villas, Finchley, Commercial Traveller. 
18 at 11. 38 and 29, St Swithin’s lane 
Price, Thomas, yar Wine Merchant. Dec 19 at 3. Official Receiver, 
Albion cht 4 Sine “aS Gloucester 
Roberts, Josep! uel, Birkenhead, Provision Dealer. Dec 23 at 1. Official 
Receiver, 48, Hamilton sq, Birkenhead 
age, Gee © vam, Portsea, Grocer. Deo 21 at 3. Official Receiver, 163, 
Queen ae 
oth, rook st, Newington Butts. Dec 2?iatil. Bankruptey Nidgs, 
Portugal abet 8 -* tields 
Toppin Blackburn, Lancashire, Mechanic. Dec 22 at 2.90. 
Cour } Sour * burn 
Walker, W Plymon Lime Merchant. Dec 1S at 11. Official 
— mY 


Viotor, 
Receiver, 18 Frankfort st, 
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ey Kettering, orthampton, Pet Dec 12, Ord Dee 12. 
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illis, Frederick, King s James’, Wine Merchant. Dec 18 at 11, Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Ft —r > Ft ames inn fields 
Wo cy meng Siding, Brockley, Stone Merchant, Dec 18 at 12. 33, Carey st, 
coln’s inn 
Wraight, William. Henry, and Arthur Charles Nairne, St. Lawrence, Kent, 
Wheelwrights. Dec 18 at 10.30, 32, St. oom a Canterbury 
ADJUDICATION! 
Bacrell, Frederick Ben —. Lancaster rd, , ae Cab Driver. High 
Court, pv Nor S rd 
Barham, Edward Henry, a Fruiterer. Hastings. Pet Nov 21, Ord 
fipous, John, Crosshills, nr Kildwick, Yorks, Innkeeper. Bradford. Pet Nov 
10. Ord Dec9 


Samuel, Pudsey, Yorks, Innkeeper. Bradford. Pet Dec 7. Ord 


Dee 7 
Cole, Isaac Let ett, Gt. Yarmouth, General Shop Keeper. Gt. Yarmouth. Pet 
Nov 2. 


Coleman, H., Cork st, Burlington gdns, Solicitor. High Court, Pet Feb 27. 
Ord Dec 8 


os 1 ehemeeee Neath, Glamorganshire, Boatman, Neath. Pet Nov 23, Ord 
Dawson 3 Bewia, Stamford, Liucolnshire, Baker. Peterborough. Pet Dec 5. 
Dugan, Josep Liverpool, Model Lodging House Keeper. Liverpool. Pet 


Pen BO 
New Swindon, Fancy Warehouseman. Swindon. Pet Dec 1, 
Ord oy 


om, ¥ William Frederick, Leeds, Boot Manufacturer, Leeds. Pet DecS, Ord 


Ginster, Mathias Joseph _Laudenberg, Bro ills. Feotcntehing, Artificial 
Manure Siabena Walsall. Pet Oct 8. 


Gendwin, & Jobn, Cheetham, Manchester, Hardware Fo All Salford. Pet Dec 8, 
tie. di James, Kingswood, Gloucestershire, Grocer. Bristol. Pet Nov 21, 


Heaps, Ralph Lincey, Bradford, Cooper. Bradford. Pet Dec8, Qrd Dec8 
Hill, George Caster, Fletton, Huntingdonshire, Corn Merchant, oe 
pee av 30. Ord Dec.7 


William, Leeds, Boatman. Leeds. Pet Dec7. Ord De 


C7 
ensen, us, =< Mary Ann Stokes, Grays, Essex, Grocers. Rochester. Pet 
Nov 25. Ord Dec 


Jane, Sai Birmingham, out of business. Birmingham. Pet Oct 21. 
Ord Dec 8 


Kents, Frederick George, Southampton, Grocer. Southampton. Pet Dec 4. Ord 


King, Alfred Thomas, Hottinghem, Aerated Water Manufacturer. Nottingham. 
Pet Nov 23. Ord Dec 


legate, i ames, , Lianbadarnfawr, Cardiganshire, Farmer, Aberystwith. Pet Dee 
Tittle, Jesph Irthington, Cumberland, Farmer. Carlisle. Pet Novii. Ord 


Lyon, Rouben, 04 and Walter Lyon, Bristol, Picture Frame Dealers. Bristol. Pet 
ov 


eredith, John Henry, St Leonard’s on Sea, Lodging house Keeper. Hastings. 
a Nov7. Ord Dec 


W.J., Dorking, Boot Maker, Croydon. Pet Novi7. Ord Dec5 
——s George Alfred, Kingston upon Hull, Tailor’s Salesman. Kingston upon 
Hull. Pet Dec3. Ord Dec 8 


Perks, William, Hart st, Mark lane, Corn Factor. High Court. Pet Nov 28. 
Ord Dec 8 


a ney Surbiton, Proprietor of a School, Kingston, Surrey. Pet Nov 


hs a Frank. Waldegrave rd, Teddington, Builder. Kingston, Surrey. Pet 

ov ec 7 

Proctor, sane Caledonian st, Lg rd, King’s Cross, out of employment. 
Court. Pet Nov 3. Ord Dec 

ye Samuel, Toglet, Bedfordshire, Carpenter. Bedford. Pet Dec?7. Ord 


5 2 “Sicilias, Gloucester, Wine Merchant. Gloucester. Pet Dec 7. Ord 


Prickett, Thomas, Few Hedges, nr Tenby, Blacksmith. Pembroke Dock. Pet 
Reet, 30._ Ord Dec 


odes, James Fle echér, Dewsbury, Yorks, out of business, Dewsbury. Pet 
Nov 2. Ord Dec7 

Rolfe, James, Boston, Lincolnshire, Baker. Boston. Pet Nov 18. Ord Dec9 

Scholes, Thomas, Stockton on Tees, Tea Dealer. Stockton on Tees and Miidles- 
borough. Pet Nov 2. Ord Dec7 

Reon, Jenpes Jun., Lowestoft, Suffolk, Fish Buyer. Great Yarmouth. Pet Nov 


me, Thomas, Otley, Yorkshire, Yeast Dealer. Leeds. Pet Dec 5. Ord 


ne a John Charles, Leeds, Cloth Finisher. Leeds. Pet Nov 27. Ord Dec9 
Taylor. Robert, Thorpe St Peter, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Boston. Pet Oct 28. 


Zeeaaeee, Wm Bradford, Earlsdon, Architect. Coventry. Pet Nov 16. Ord 
Tyler, w. H. Dacre, Mincing lane, Merchant. High Court. Pet Oct 14. Ord 


Wakeham, John Herm Reuoeens Tailor. Cardiff. Pet Nov10. Ord sh ‘ 
Webber, Jobn, North ton, Dairyman, Wells. Pet Dec2.. Ord 
Williams, Hugh, Lianrhy ddiad, Anglesey, Draper. Bangor. Pet Oct 2 4 Ord 


illiams, Lewis, and William Joseph Lovegrove, Machynlleth, Montgomery- 
sbire, Auctioneers. Abe erystwith, Pet Oct 8. Ord D ae eatienned 


AY, Dec. 15, _ 


on te ee. 
Barnard, Harry, Devizes, Wiltshire, Yisente at Victualler. Bath. Pet Dec 12. 
Ord Dec 12. Exam Jam 14 at, 11.90 


a, eg Coveney, rimming Manufacturer. Coventry. Pet Dec 9. 


cr Soo Heserball, Suffolk, Clothier. Cambridge. Pet Dec 11. Ord 
xam Jan 27 at 2 
urgin, ; ~~ Beers Saw Smith. Sheffield. Pet Dec 10. Ord Dec 10. 
Jan 7 at 11.0 
ba gy kn elas my Nottingham, Engineer. Nottingham. Pet Dec 10, Ord Dec 


Clifford, fae Barensfic ld rd, St. Margaret’s, Twickenham, out of business. 
Pet Dec 11, Ord Exam Jan 5 at 2 


Cosecet, Richard. Pi "Norwich, Tobeccontet. Norwich. PetDec10, Ord Dec 
Jan 12 at 12 at Shirehall, Norwich Cas 
Cale. es Henry,  pamberwasy, Grocer’ 4 Assistant. Canterbury. Pet Dee 11. 


_ 


Cookson, Nathaniel, "PRaewooa, nr Manchester, Brushmaker. Manchester. 
Pet Deeiz Ord Dee 12. Fxan Jan 19 at 11 

Cubitt, W: artridge, Upton oar aninet, Norwich, Pet Dec 10. 
Ord Dec ii, Exam da 13 wt 12 wt Bhire 

Doxford, John Henry, Middlesborough, Nautfeal Tat strument Maker. Stockton 
on Tees and Middiesborough. | Pet pes 38 12. Ord Dec 12, Exam Dec 2 


Farralley, Sawyer, qa 5 , Lancashire, Cia 


Pet Dec 10, 10, an 
Gilbert, Willan, Southwell es mete Fans. gerry Pet By 
Ord Dec 12.. Examd 
Godiy, Mh Thomas Rotherfleld, ‘Busser, Farmer. Tonbridge Wells. Pet Dee 
~ gg Monee jon 


2 ai 

Green, Richard, and Thomas Hill, Reesdon, nr Coventry, Machinist, 
Coventry. Pet Dec 9. rd Dec 9. Exam Jan 

Jordan, Thomas, peer h Oxfordshire, Builder. Oxford. Pet Dee 12. On 
Dec 12. Exam Jan7 ati 

Learoyd, Nehemiah, Muswell hill Solicitor. by Court. Pet Dec9. Ord Dé 
14. Exam Jan 28 at 11, Pesce Lincoln’s ‘inn fields 

Leek, ~ oy and Richard k — "Netiinghamshire, Dealers in Coal, 
No ay 11. 11, Exam Jan 

Love, Charles os - “a. ” Glammorganshire ‘Builder. Pontypridd. Pet De 


Dec 1 

Masaonnide Chitic Gam Queen Vinton st, Merchant. a h Court. Pet Nov %, 
Ord Dec it. Exam Jan 28 at 11,30 at 34, Lincoln’s s 

Mackness, Howard Hinton, Cardiff, Grocer. Cardiff” Pot Deo 8. Ord Deo & 


Exam Jan 14 at 2 am - 
wiDed Hien % § at 11 "30, aca res 


Mengel, Carl, Compton 

Court. Pet Dec ree 
Milner, A: Asta, i, eeatord, a. jiinatal Water Manufacturer. Chelmsford, 
Jan 11 at 12, ab Shire’ 


Pet Dec Ped Deo 12 Chelms 

Parichouse, John, eter, Coal eet itorchant xeter, Pet Dec 12. Ord Dec i, 

m. 14 at 

Polley, Sw mas, Reading,Ironmonger. Reading. Pet Dec 8. Ord Dees, 
Exam Jan 14 at? at sot hasine Courts, Reading 

Radford, William. ; Heavitree, Devon, Builder” Exeter. Pet Nov 27. Ord Dec 10, 
Exam Jan 14 at 11 

Ravenor, He Charles. Lymington, Hampshire, Plumber. Southampton. Pet 
Dec 11. Ord Dec 11. Exam Jan 1 at 12 

Sadler, Tne mag Shaftesbury form Kew oa Richmond, Fishmonger. Wandsworth 
Pet Dec 10. Ord Dec10. Exam Jan 

Sadler, Jo ohn Edward, Stoke upon Trent, House Decorator. Stoke upon Trent, 
Pet Dec 11. Ord Decil, Exam Dec §i at 14.90 

Salmon, Edgar Everard, Bristol, Solicitor, Bristol: Pet Dec 9. Ord Dee il, 


Exam Jan 15 
Shaw, John Edward, Mile End rd; Boot Manufacturer. High Court. Pet Noy 

21. Ord Dec 10. Exam Jan 26 at = seas Lineoln’s inn fie 
Lee, Leeds, Cab Proprietor. Leeds. Pet te 10. Ord Dec 10, 


Steele, Herbert Lee. 
Exam Jan 5 at 12 

Vickers, Samuel, Stoneley Green, Nantwich Farmer. Nantwich and Crewe, 
Pet Dec 12. Ord Dec 12, Exam Jan 1 Say’ 

Wentworth, William phy, Crees st, taytair, Gentleman. High Court. Pet 
Nov 5. Ord Dec 10, m Jan 26 Lincoln’s inn fields 

Willis, Edward Avery, West Wratting ‘Gann dgeshire, Gent. Cambridge. Pet 
Nov’ 26. Ord Dec 12. Exam Jan 2 

ood, James H., Northampton, Watchinaker. Northampton. Pet Nov 26. Ord 

Dec 12. Exam Jan 5 

Wye, Richerd, Leeds, Fruit Dealer. Leeds. Pet Deci0. Ord Dec10. Exam 

an5a 
The following emended, notice is substituted ig that published in the 
ondon Gazette of Dec 

Fletcher, John Jordan, Stony nm on Tees, Tailor. Stockton on Tees and Middles- 

borough. Pet Dec7. Ord Dec7. Exam Dec 16 





First ape Decings, 
Astill, John, and Ellen Astill, Nottingham, Joiners. Dec 22 at2. Official Re. 
ceiver, 1, h pavement, Nottingham 
Attawell, Art = r, Liverpool Aerated Water Manufacturer. Dec 22 at 3. Official 
Receiver, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Bailey, Henr , Accrington, Lancashire, Fruiterer. Dec 22 at 4. Commercial 
Hotel, Blackburn rd, Sent 
we, Frank, Coven’ Crnmteigy Manufacturer. Dec 22 at 10, Edward 
Peirson, Official ver, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 
Bal thm elia ( sep estate), N . ~ = n. Dec 22 at 3.15. H. P, Gould, 
erwich 


oil 
ot - sao and nd’ Francis Bell 5 Seedsmen. Dec 22at3. H. P. Gould, 
Bell Francis is (sep = esta: ate | Nowien 3 Seedsman. Dec 22 at 3.30, H. P. Gould, 
ae Predton Vanesa 


. ewe 
Bont Megane Tg : oe Dec 28 at 12.30. Official Receiver, 
oot, Wiliam Bridge st, Mancheste’ 
Bo ney, Deve and John Booth, nsgate, Bolton, Watchmakers. Deo 


23 at 3. Receiver, 16, W: olton 
Seven, Davitt orth, Glamorgans or Gtooss. Dec 22 at 12. Official Receiver, 


procs, Waller Reg ginald, Liverpool, Aerated Water Manufacturer. Dec 22 at 
ial Keceiver, 35, Victoria verpool 
Charlot Geor; Yong st, pk y, out of business. Dec 23 at 12. 33, 


cobb Wichard 9h John, Norwich, Tobacconist. Dec 22 at 4. H. P. Gould, 
ficial Rece: ver, 8, King st, No , 
Cot, Sg len eve, Har! m, Norfolk, Grocer. Dec 22 at 2.30. H. P. Gould, 


st, N 
Crowley, William, fan han Does G . Deo 22 at 12.45, Official 
Receiver for the B iewaing hitehali chbrs, Colmore tow, Bir- 


mingham 
Fletcher, John Jordan, Stockton on Tees, Tailor. Dec 24 at 11. Official Re- 
ceiver, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 


Goal Sussex, Farmer. Dec 23 at 2.30. Spencer and 
a Feabeage Wells 


Green, Richard, and. Hi Thomas , Earlsdon, nr Coventry, Machinists. 
Dec 22 at 10.45. Official eiver, 17. ertford st, Coventry 
n, Alfred, Old Miil lane, Barnsley, Fellmonger’s Foreman. Dec 24 at 11.0 
cial Receiver, 8, Eastgate, Barnsley 
Hammer, Thomas, Bickley, Kent, Farmer. Dec 23 at 12. Official Receiver, 109, 
Victoria st, Westminster 
Jones, David, Everton, Liverpool, Draper. Dec 22 at 2. Official Receiver, %, 
Victoria st, Liverpool 
h, J. R., West Bournemouth, Jeweller. Dec 22 at i1. Official Receiver, 


Salisbu 
Learo yd, eh h Muswell bit, Solicitor, Dec 22 at,12, Bankruptcy bldgs, 
M.. Ae gg, ans st, Linco n’s inn fields 
ufawr, Cardiganshire, Farmer, Jan 5 at 1.90. 'Pownhall, 


i be a naa 


Lister Margnnst, Batley, Yorks, out of business. Dec 22at 8, Official Receiver, 
Bank chb rs, Batley 


Laye, c chores james, Porth, Glam., Builder. Dec 28 at 3, Official Receiver, 


erthyr ' 

wecluery G Lechlede, G Gloucestershire, Esquire. Dec 22 at 2. Official He- 
peiver 08 oa, High at, 

»bert , and Thomas Arthur Pratt, Nottin aghin, Kae Lace Manufacturers. 


Ro 12, Official Receiver; High pavement tir 
Pryor, amuel, Langford, Bedfordsh 0 Carpenter. ~| Peo at 3.80, Swan Hotel, 


siggleswade. Bedfordshire 


Sadler, Jobn Edward, Stoke upon Trent, House Decorator. Dec 2at11, Official 





Receiver, Nelson ph Newcastle under ‘Lyme 
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Salmon, Edgar Everard, Bristol, Solicitor. Dec 29 at 12.30. Official Receiver, 


Totty, Peter, Wilson st, Barnsley, Shopkeeper. Barnsley. Pet Nov 16. Ord 


chbrs, Bristol. : . 
en Herbert Lee, Leeds, Cab Proprietor. Dec 23 at ii. Official Receiver, 22, Williams, John Henry Bowen, Tisbury, Wilts, Gas Fitter. Salisbury. Pet Noy 


Ord Dee 10 


k row, Leeds y | _ 34. 
ag k, Longton, Staffordshire, Licensed Victualler. Dec 31 at 2.30, | Witidsor, James. Torquay, Builder. Exeter. Pet Nov 24. Ord Dee 12 


c 
won iver, Nelson pl, Newcastle under Lyme 
Winslow. Lyttleton Stewart Forbes, Old Cavendish st, Doctor of Medicine. Dec 
gat2. Bankruptey bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fiel 
t, George, and William Spalding, Lowestoft, Suffolk, Fish Merchants. 


wens at2.30. Suffolk Hotel, Lowestoft 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Witt, James Joseph, 


and Ann Witt, Connaught st de pk, Greengrocers. h 
Court, "Pet Noe 18 Ord Dec 12” ee Hig 


Wray, Richard, Leeds, Fruit Dealer. Leeds. Pet Dec10. Ord Decit 


DICATION ANNU: 


| ADIJU. LLED. 
' Burstall, Edward John, Downton, Wilts, Gentleman. Salisbury. Adjud Sept 
| 12, Annul Dee 4 tie cpa ai y 





Avey, Samson, Fryerning, Essex, Builder. Chelmsford. Pet Nov 18. Ord Dec5 | 
Bamford, George, and John William Bamford, Milnsbridge, nr Huddersfield, 


‘Waste Openers, Huddersfield. Pet Oct 9. Ord Dec 11 
Barber, James, Birmingham. Baker. Birmingham. Pet Dec 9. Ord Dec 11 
Harry, Devizes, Wiltshire, Licensed Victualler. Bath. Pet Dec 12. 


Barnard, 
a David, Porth, Glamorganshire, Grocer. Pontypridd. Pet Dec8. Ord | 
10 
Curivood George, Abbey st, Bermondsey, out of business. High Court. Pet | 
8 ec 1 
Chilton, Thomas, Saunderton, Buckinghamshire, Hay Dealer. Aylesbury. Pet 
Nov2, Ord Dec 12 rr ! 


Cobbald, Richard John, Norwich, Tobacconist. Norwich. Pet Dec 10, 
1 


1 

Bf John Henry, Middlesborough, Nautical Instrument Maker. Stockton 
on Tees and Middlesborough. Pet Dec 12. Ord Dec 12 

Drayson, John, and Thomas Henry Drayson, Elmstone, Kent, Farmers. Canter- 
bury. Pet Nov 23. Ord Dec 11 

Essam, Edward, Kettering, Baker. Northampton. Pet Dec12, Ord Dec 12 

Fletcher, John Jordan, Stockton on Tees, Tailor. Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
borough, Pet Dec7. Ord Dec 11 

Gee, Wt York st, St James’s sq, Wine Merchant. High Court. Pet Jan 26. 


The Subscription to the Souicrrons’ Jounnat is—Town, 268. ; Country, 


28s. ; with the Weexty Rerorrer, 528. Payment in advance includes 
Double Numbers and Postage. Subscribers can have their Volumes 
bound at the office—cloth, 28. 6d., half law calf, 5s. 6d. 


All letters intended for publication in the “ Solicitors’ Journal” must te 


authenticated by the name of the writer. 
Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the Journal with regularit 
te ho Tenens it is requested that application be made direct io ¢ 
isher. 





CONTENTS. 


CURRENT TOPICS .--s0e-eeeesseseseee 119) In_ re Sturgis British Motive 196 





Ord Dec 12 
, John, Maidstone, Builder. Maidstone. Pet Oct 26. Ord Dec 9 THE POWERS OF A TENANT FOR LIFE Power Syndicate (Limited) .. 126 
Sod. ‘Alfred, residence unknown, Merchant. High Court. Pet Sept 8.| UNDER THE SETTLED Lanp Act, — In re The Miller’s Dale and Ash- 
Ord Dec 12 re ential eiddt covcch. ove. 06666068 = pm hs Lime Co. (Buxton), af 
v 9 AOR eee eee eb eree er esas eee “e sae «+ webs sone 
Hockaday, Frank Stanford, Hartlepool, Accountant. Sunderland. Pet Nov 12. SeaRREEER seen ses ncn, Gna taiediie \ovenee anad. bows 
CASES OF THE WEEK :— BANKRUPTCY Casgs :— 


Howeroft, John, Burn, nr Selby, Publican. York. Pet Nov23. Ord Dec 10 
Howes, Samuel, King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Merchant. King’s Lynn. Pet Nov 24. 


Ord Dec 10 
James, William, Porchester rd, Bayswater, Gasfitter. High Court. Pet Dec 8. 
ec 12 


omas Waters, Aberavon, Glamorganshire, Tinplate Manufacturer. 


Jenkins, Th 
Neath. Pet Novi6é. Ord Dec 11 
Knight, John, Landor rd, Clapham, Builder. High Court. Pet Oct 1. Ord 


Dec 10 
Ladd, Alfred Allen Robert, Exeter, Tobacconist. Exeter. Pet Nov 28. Ord 


Dee 10 
Lawton, Ben, Lockwood, Huddersfield, Yarn Spinner. Huddersfield. Pet Nov 


%. Ord Dec 10 
Learoyd, Nehemiah, Muswell Hill, Solicitor. High Court. Pet Dee 9. Ord 
ec 14 


D 
Lee, William, Hoxton st. High Court. Pet Nov 3. Ord Dec 10 
Raahes. Louisa, Hove, Sussex, Boarding house Keeper. Brighton. Pet Dee 4. 


Dec 9 
Minnitt, Thomas Arthur, Derby, Wine Merchant. Derby. Pet Nov 26. Ord 


ll 

Munro, Donald, New London st, Fenchurch st, Biscuit Manufacturer. High 
Court. Pet June 5. Ord Dec 10 

Pease, Herbert, Rayleigh, Essex, Baker. Chelmsford. Pet Nov 13. Ord Dec 5 

Read, Charles, Allan, Forrest ter, Greenhithe. High Court. Pet Nov 17. Ord 


Dec 12 
Richardson, Thomas Henry, Brasted, Kent; Ironmonger. Tonbridge Wells. 
Pet Novit. Ord Dec 10 
Salmon, Edgar Everard, Bristol, Solicitor. Bristol. Pet Dec9. Ord Dec 12 
— a Mile End rd, Boot Manufacturer. High Court. Pet Nov 
° 12 


Steele, Herbert Lee, Leeds, Cab Proprietor, ‘weeds. Pet Dec 10. Ord Dec 11 

Thomas, Owen Lyndon, Walsall, Haulier. Walsall. Pet Nov 23. Ord Dec9 

wpm Bartilett’s bldgs, Manufacturing Jeweller. High Court. Pet Nov 
. Ord Dec 12 
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Brewery Co. ....c0-..-:.-sccee 398 | sé30 _ 6s) 88 $4 
In re Nevill, In re Garrod ..... + 123) Ex parte Player, In re Player.. 127 
Inre The Patent Invert Sugar } Ex parte Scott and another, In 

DOs ccccrcccce coccecece + oo 198) re Hawke.....+s« sssccess 187 
Green v. Paterson .-.... ssseses 124 | Ex Sanford (Trustee), In 

HiGH Court OF JUSTICE :— re ox -euergened 10068 267 
In_re Robinson, Pickard v. | CASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS :— 

WheateP ..ccrcecrcccce.stesds. 196 | In re St inobtsdsscbctndcsses £0 
In re The Masonic and General NEW LEGAL M.P.'S......c0ce-ceesees 128 

Life Assurance Co.,........- se+ 124 OBITUARY .----...++-+-- oe seeeeccecee 189 

tto v. Steele ......... ----+..0. 124 LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL «esevess+s 129 

n re The Portish Dock Un- | NeW ORDERS, &C ....00.cccsceesesces 129 

dertaking . ssccecccescoescee 124 | LEGAL 180 


Sheppard vy. Gilmore .....s.... . 125 | 
Re ett, Robinson _v. Gandy 125 Co 
In re W. F. Hobson (Deceased), 
Webster v. Ric D n0ssets «+ 126 
In re Steele (Deceased) ......... 126 





Rs’ CLAIMS . 130 
LONDON GASETTES, &0., &C. ...-.--. 131 





Notices TO CORRESPONDENTS.— Ali communications intended for publicatien 


in the Soxicrtors’ JOURNAL must be authenticated by the name and address of 
tre 227 iter. 


*,* The Pubissher 1 
desirous of obtaining numbers of the SoLictrors’ JouagNAL, as only @ #nali 


number of copies remain on 


The Editor does not hold himsel, responsible for the return of rejected communi. 


eations. 











SCH W EITZER’S COCOATINA | 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. | 





Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality 
with the excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘* the most nutritious, per- 
fectly digestible beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or 
Supper, and inyaluable for Invalids and Children,” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits 
all palates keeps for years all climates, and is four 
times the strength of cocoas THICKENED yet WRAKENED 
with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER than such 
Mixtures, 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful 
to a Breakfast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny, 
Cocoatina a La VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, 
cheapest Manilla Chocolate, and may be taken when 
richer chocolate is prohibited. 
In tins at 1s. 6d., 88,, 68, 6d., &c., by Chemists and 


: Grocers, 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietor, 
i. Scuwairzenr & Co.,10, Adam-st,, Strand, London, W. 





HOWARD'S 


TRADE MARK. 


LETTER COPYING BOOKS. 





COPYING BOOKS. 


Letter Copying Books now made. 
PRICE LIST UPON APPLICATION 





7, SERLE STREET, anv 1, PORTUGAL STREET, 


PATENT. 
LINCOLN’S INN, W.C. 


UNTEARABLE LETTER 


WODDERSPOON & CO. 








-EDE AND SON, | 
ROBE Re - MAKERS, 


BY 6PROIAL APPOINTMENT, 
ToHer Majesty the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &o, 


KOBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS 
Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Cler 8, 
and Clerks of the Peace, 
CORPORPTION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


4, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


SELECTION OF 
NOVELTIES in 





8. SAINSBURY invites an Ea rly 
Inspection of his ANNUAL LARGE 
THE LATEST 


CHRISTMAS PRESENTS. 


PARISIAN 


PARISIAN FANCY BOXES, 


FILLED WITH THE 
Choiceat Fondants, Choocolats, &0. 
176, 177, STRAND, LONDON. 


BONBONNIERES. 


8. SAINSBURY. 
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Dec. 19, 1885, 








CUSRE WANTED, competent to take the 


contentious work | and eral management of a 
Solicitors Office; under slight supervision; good 
personal character indis ible.— pply, by letter, 
stating particulars, to M., care of Fy ackson, 


Stationers, Grocers’ Hall-court, Poultry, E.C. 





YY ANTS». by a sharp, industrious Lad, 

well-educated, a Situation in a Solicitor’s 
(ffice.—Z. X., Chas. Tayler & Co.’s Advertisement 
Offices, 154 to 157, F! » B.C. 





APE TOWN.—A City Solicitor. starting 

See nas Feve at the beginning of January, is 

undertake a limited amount of Legal 

Business. : io references given.—Apply, CLIFTON 
H. TICKELL, Solicitor, 33, Old Broad-street, E.C. 


M. P. —EVENING SECRETARYSHIP 

required by Advertiser; four years 

Private Secretary to a well-known Member; disen- 

after 5 p.m. ; Vpg ee om writer; knows all the 

ices well; 26; highest testimonials. —Apply, 

Pxoxo, care of Alexander & Shepheard, Printers. 
2, Chancery -lane. 








qe you want Money without PORES 
eas to £1,000—before applying elsewhere see Mr. 
; CLIBURN, personally if possible, 43, Great Tower- 





NTEMPERANCE.—Tower House Retreat 
Westgate-on-Sea, Kent. licensed under the Hab 
tual Drunkards’ Act, 1879.—The only establishment in 
the United Kingdom specially erected for Receptiof 
and Treatment of Ladies and Gentlemen desirous oO, 
overcoming habits of Intemperance. The hous® 
stands in its own grounds of nearly three acres, and i® 
replete with every convenience, containing a larg® 
room, spacious drawing rooms, smokin€ 
rooms, bath rooms, &c. Patients can be received 
under the H. D. Act or privately. Terms: from ‘ ‘Two 
to Five Guineas per Nts For prospectus an 

further particulars address J. H. Brown, Principal 
Telegraphic address, Brown, Westgate-on -Sea. Visit- 
=o. ALFRED 8S. STREET, M.A., M.D., B.S. 





Han for the TREATMENT and CURE 
of INEBRIATES, High Shot House, Twicken- 
ham.—The sole establishment in Middlesex licensed 
=e the Act. Charmingly secluded. Gentlemen 
only. Limited number taken. Billiard room, library, 
lawn tennis court, bowls,&c. The whole staff pledged 


one ma Terms—2} to 5 guineas weekly.—Particu- 
lars from the Medical Superintendent, BRANTH- 
. WarTE, F_R.C -;,and reference is permitted to 


% nee & Morris, Solicitors, 95, 
London. — 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by anthority) and 

LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT 
OFFICE.—No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET 
STREET. 


ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent 
begs to direct the attention of the Legal Profession 
to the advantages of his long experience of upwards of 
thirty years, in the special insertion of all pro forma | 
“notices, &c., and hereby solicits their —— support.— 
N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and the | 
strictest care and promptitude assured. Official stamped | 
forms for advertisement and file of “‘ London Gazette” 
kext Bvapocintment. 





Me JOHNSON & DYMOND beg | Landed 


Bd announce that their Sales by Auction of 
Watches, 3, Jewellery, Precious Stones, 
_ are pas on Mondays, Wednesdays, Thursdays, 


The attention of Solicitors, Executors, Trustees, | 


eS ee ae to this ready means 


of deceased and other 


on are the frequency of their sales 
Mesers. J. & D. are enabled to include large or smaii 
quantities at short notice (if required). 
Sales of Furniture vate houses. 
Valuations for Probate or fer. Terms on 


to the City Auction Rooms (established | disposal by Auction of Libraries of Books and Music, | 


1793), wand Gracechurch-street, E.C. 
urc 
pplesers. Johnson & 
their Auction Sales of Wearing Apparel, Piece 
Goods, Household and Office Furniture, ‘Carpets, 
Bedding, &c., are held on each day of the week 
Saturday caren. 


INTEMPERANCE. 
COLMAN HILL HOUSE RETREAT, 


HALESOWEN, WORCESTERSHIRE. 





LicenseA under the Act of 1819, for Ladies only. 
Terms from £2 28. per week. 
Apply to the ors, Townsend H onse, 
en. 


& Dymond beg to mo gl that | with the Fine Arts, Musical Instruments, and all 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


—_—_———., 





Now ready. 
as LEGAL and GENERAL DIARY 
and COUNTY COURTS GUIDE for 1886 

(Thirty-ninth Year), containing all the usual infor- 
mation. Prices: Ruled with faint lines, with or 
without cash columns, demy Svo, superior thick 
al id 

1. Pagea 

2. oe | eared Calendar only) |. 

3. 
4. Aa ya an d Calendar only) «. 

5. Week at an o ing .. ee 

6. Dory end Getnlior only ae 

Printed and published by as & Brice. Law 
Stationers, Printers end aaa of Law Forms, 
at 22, Chancery-lane, W 


ee 
CAROSOm 





YY, price 9d. 
a E LAW MALMANAGK for 1886. New 
uties and complete Postal Information. 
eau ey hoy | Warwick-court. Holborn, and all 
Law Booksellers and Stationers. 





OOKS BOUGHT.—To Executors, Solici- 
tors, £c.—HENRY SOTHERAN & CO., 36, 
Piccadilly, and 136. Strand, Second-hand Booksellers, 
prepared to PURCHASE LIBRARIES or smaller 
collections of Books, in town or country, and to give 
the utmost value in cash. Experienced valuers Ath 
Removals without trouble or expense to vendors. 
Established 1816. 


AW BOOKS. —To the Legal Profession. 
—WILDY & SONS, Law Booksellers and Ex- 
norters, Lincoln’s-inn Archway, London., London, Ve C., are 
open to PURCHASE LAW or 
small) in Town or Country. Velniae a for 
Probate, Partnership, &c. (Licensed Valuers). 

a e Stock of New and Second-hand Text- 
Books, Reports, Statutes. &c., always on Sale 
Catalogues oe, 

ESTABLISHED 1830. 


Registered ase ee eS WETS, * 
mdon 








SALES FOR THE YEAR 1886, 


V ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
4 FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER beg to announce 
that their SALES "of LANDED ESTATES, Investments, 
Town, Suburban, and Country Houses, Business Premises, 
Building Land, Ground-rents, Advowsons, Reversions, 
Stocks, Shares, and other Properties, will be held at the 
Auction Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, near the Bank of Eng- 
land, in the City of London, as follows :— 











Tues., Jan 5 Tues., May 4 Tues., July 27 

Tues., Jan 19 Tues., May 11 Tues., Aug 3 
Tues., Feb 2 Tues., May 18 Tues., Aug10 
Tues., Feb 16 Tues., May 25 Tues., Aug 17 
Tues., Feb 23 Tues., June 1 Tues., Aug 24 
es., Mar 2 Tues., June 8 Tues., Aug 31 

Tues., Mar 16 Tues., June 22 Tues., Oct 5 
Tues., Mar 23 Tues., June 29 Tues , Oct 19 

| Tues., Mar 30 | Tues , July 6 Tues., Nov9 
pases April 6 Tues., July 13 Tues., Nov 23 
, April 13 | Tues., July 20 Tues., Dec 14 

| Tues. ? April 20 





| Auctions can also be held on other days. In any case 
| due notice should be given, in order to insure proper 
| publicity; the period between such notice and the auc- 
| tion must, of course, considerably depend upon the nature 
| of the property intended to be sold.—80, Cheapside, 
| London. 


V ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
| FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER’S LIST of 
| 2STATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 

Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting 

and Shooting Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent 

Charges, House Property and Investments generally, is 
| published on the first day of each month, and may be 
obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 60, Cheapside, 
E.C., or ‘will be sent by post in retarn for wd —— - 
Particulars for insertion ehould be received not later than 
| four days previous to the eud of the ttn: month, 





r ESSRS. PUTTICK & SIMPSON, Literary 
ang Fig? Ast Ancienoms 47, Leicester-square, 

>. | London, W.C., beg to inform Executors, 'rustees, 

i Solicitors, and the Trade, that their Season for the 





vings, Paintings, and other works connected 





| descriptions of Valuable Property, will commence on | 


October 17, and that their warehouses are open daily 
| for the reception of goods consigned to them for sale. 
| Messrs. P. & 8. will hold several important Sales 

during the Season, gnd will include small properties 
in appropriate Sales, thus affording the same mean 
tages to small as to lar; 
and other properties ca 
a Prbate and Legacy Duty, or for Public or Private 

Ase 


consigninents. Libraries 


YO SOLICITORS lk Others. — Lofty 

and Well-lighted Offices and Chambers to be 

at Lonsdale Chambers, No. 27, Chancery-lane 

(opponite the New Law Cones. Also large, well- 

ished Rooms for Meet outings, Arbitrations, &c.-- 

Apply to Mesers, LAUNDY & , Chartered Account- 
ante, on the premises, 





ogued, arranged, and valued | 





any NEW ZEALAND LAND MOR? 
ital 29,000,800, fully subscribed by more than 
Sa ,000, y more 
. shareholders. £200, 000 paid w * 

The Company’s loans are limited to Sanding free. 
hold mortgages. The Debenture issue is limited 
the uncalled capital. 

a J.B — DPBS WIELEAM T. Pown 
RISTOW, ir ; 
W. K. GrawaM, Esq. K.C.B. 
Fazoo NER LARKWORTEY, Ta a Esq, 
Anrnus M. Mrrcurson,|Sir Epwarp W. Sup. 
Esq. ForD, K.C.M.G. 
Chairman of Colonial Board— 
The Hon. Sir Frepk. WHITAKER, K.C.M.G., M.L0, 
late Premier of New Zealand. 

The Directors are issuing Terminable “Debentures 
bearing interest at 5 per cent. for seven or ten years, 
44 per amg for Sve, and 4 per cent. for three year, 
Interest halt-reeete Cow _—o 





HISON, M: anaging Directs 
Leadenhall-buildings, Leadenhall-st. fae os, Ec. 





EW ORIENTAL BANK CORPORA. 
I TION (LIMITED). 


Capital—Authorised, £2,000,000; Paid-up, £500,000, 
London : 40, Threadneedle-street. 


BRANCHES and AGENCIES—Edinburgh, Bon. 
bay, Calcutta, Madras, Ceylon, Mauritius, Singapore, 
Hong Kong, Shanghai, okohama, Kobe, Nagasaki, 
Melbourne, and Sydney 

The Bank buys and a Bills of Exchange, makes 
telegraphic transfers, issues letters of credit and 
circular notes, forwards bills for collection, and 
transacts banking and agency business gene: 

The Directors are receiving applications for 4 per 
cent. Debentures in sums of £10 and upwards, secured 
upon the Freehold bank premises in the City of 
London and elsewhere. 

Creditors of the old Bank can obtain 3 per cent 
debentures for the balance of their claims. 


| Fn4 LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
eet-street, London. Jnattented 1823. 

Assets on 3ist December, 1884 +» £5,375,995 

Income for the year 1 454,633 

Amount Yea in A eg to 3ist Decem- 

ber, 1884 14,208,926 
Reversionary Bonue allotted for the five 
years paw 4 3ist December, 1884 ... 690,946 

Reversionary Bonuses hitherto allotted 6,889,937 

The expenses of management, including ‘commis. 
sion, are under 4 per cent. of the income. 

The limits of free travel and residence have been 
largely extended, and rates of extra premium re 

uce 

Loans granted on security of policies, life interests, 
reversions, and on other approved securities 

Life interests and reversions are pure rchased. 

Claims paid immediately on proof of death and title 

Commission allowed to solicitors and others on 
assurances effected through their introduction. 

Prospectus and form of proposal sent on application 
to the Actuary. 








ONDON ASSURANCE CORPORATION. 
Established by po a Charts r, A.D. 1720. 
No. 7, ROYA het wt one and 
43A, PALL MALL. Ww. 
Marine, Fire, and Life pnt aad have been 
granted by the ‘Corporation for more than a century 


anda 
“Funds in hand exceed £3,300,000. 


The Agate of Members of the Legal Profession 
drawn to the New Prospectus of the 
C CIDENT INSURANCE COMPANY 
(sated), fo ag Swithin’s-lane, London, E.C. 
General Acci Personal Injuries. 
Railway pone men Death by Accident. 
Forms of Proposal and every information forw 
post-free. C. HARDING, Manager. 








ORTHERN ASSURANCE COMPANY, 
Established 1836, 
“Lauper: 1, Moorgate- wed ae. Anurpzen: 3, 


Kin 
—— ” FUNDS Paget oy re 


Fire Premiums . “ 73,000 
Life Premiums .., * 184,000 
Interest.. 128,000 


Accumulated Funds s- «2 «. Sb 903,008 
= - 


rNviE CHANCERY LANE SAFE DE- 

POSIT, 61 & 62, Chancery-lane, London, W.0. 

ABSOLUTE _SECURITY AGAINST FIRE AND 
THEFT AT A TRIFLING COST. 

It is the most complete Stronghold yet erected for 
the safe custody of valuables of every description, 
Documents, Jewellery, Plate Chests, Uash Boxes, &¢ 

Prospectus and card to view will be forwarded pos 
=. 6 on application to the Manager. 

e Renters of Sates have the use of convenient 
Witting and Waiting Rooms free of charge. 


nmewnae 6 @ 





